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E following obſervations are not TRE of 
ed to charge any thing diſreſpectful on 
the characters of thoſe whoſe opinions may be 
here oppoſed, but to vindicate the ö 
Chriſt as the firſt- born of every creature, by 
whom all things were created that are in heaven 
and that are on earth. . 
Our regard for all men ought to be ptopor- 
tionated according to their love to God and te- 
lation to Chriſt, and this is the love of God, that 
we keep his commandments. Chriſt alſo ſays; 
Ve are my friends if ye do whatſoever I com- 
mand you.“ In whomioever, therefore, we ſee 
the love of God maniteſted by an uniform re- 
gard to his commands, we ought to have a ſpe» 
cial love to ſuch, though we may ſee cauſe to 
differ from ſome of their Opinions dne 
matters of very great importance. 
What relates to the perſonal glory and me- 
diatory adminiſtration of Jeſus Chriſt is ſurely 
ol very great importance, and to remove the 
force of the objections that have been made a- 
gainſt the ſcripture account of theſe, and to 
ſupport the ſcripture teſtimony, that Chriſt is 
bcfore all things,” and that by him all things 
conſiſt, is the deſign of the following obſerva- 
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Mr Lindley, with other Socinian writers, 
maintains, that Chriſt had no exiſtence before 
his incarnation, and in his Sequel he endeavours 


to explain the paſſages of ſeripture which op- 


poſe this opinion, ſo as to agree wich, and give 
ſupport thereto. | 3 | 

'-- John i. from the 1ſt to the 14th verſe, inclu- 
ſive; affords a very deciſive proof that Jeſus Chriſt 
exilted before his incarnation ; but againſt this 
Mr Lindſey argues, the Logos, or Word, there 
mentioned, does not mean a perſon, but an at- 
tribute of God. 


I. Becauſe (ſays he) John never once gives 
© him the ſame title, or calls him by this name 
* through his whole Goſpel afterwards, where 
he is continually ſpeaking of him.” | 
In anſwer to this, it needs only to be obſer- 
ved, that the apoſtle in this introduction ſpeaks 
of Chriſt in a ſtate very different from that in 
which he was, when he did the works, and de- 
livered the doctrines of which he afterwards 
writes; and though he does not call him by 
this name in his account of his doctrine, mi- 
ratles, and ſufferings, yet we find this name in 
his firſt epiſtle; and in the book of Femlation. 
he undoubtedly affirms this to be a name of 


the Word of God.“ But to prevent all doubt 


ſhews in this very introduction, in as plain a 
; manner as words can expreſs, that by the Word 
| he meant a perſon, and that the perſon is > 
| i or 
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Chriſt,: Rev. xix. 13. His name is called 


about what he meant by the Logos, or Word, he 
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beginning with God. was with the Father. 
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for he ſays, ver: 14th, © The Word was made 
«fleſh, and dwelt among us, and we beheld His 
glory, the glory as of the only-begotten of 
© the Father, full of grace and truth.” This is | 
alſo evident from the ſame” apoſtle's- introduc- - 
tion to his firſt epiſtle, of which Mr Lindſey 
ſays, The word of life, the life, both of whielf 
© are faid to have been ſeen and handled, &c. 
«* plainly ſignify Chriſt, —who is the way, the 
truth, and the life.“ It is ſurpriſmg, that 
who believes the Word” of life ſignifies Chriſt in 


the one paſſage, can doubt, much leſs deny, that: 


the Word ſignifies Chriſt alſo in the other. 


Let us take a view of the two paſſages, 


Hoon "152. i Jom iz, ©. 
In the beginning was That which was in 
the Word. the beginning. 


The ſame was in the Thateternallife which 


| | | | 1 4 uin 
But notwithſtanding the ſimilarity of theſe 
two paſſages, Mr Lindſey allows the one to be 
underſtood of Chriſt, and denies that the othex 
is to be ſo underſtood, for he ſa ys 
II. The Logos, Word, cannot here be under- 
ſtood of Chriſt, becauſe if fo, the apoſtle would 
begin his hiſtory with a downright aſſertion of 
two ſupreme Gods, For the proper and pe- 
*- culiar characteriſtics of the true God are aſ- 
ſigned to the Logos, or Word, viz. to be in the 
beginning with God, to be God; and the Crea- 
A 2 N tor 


0, Mr Lindſey's Fuplonation 


tor of all things. As to this it may be ob 
55 ſerved, that there is not one thing here aſſign- 
ed to che Logos, or Word, chat is a N cha- 
racteriſtic of God the Father. 
be firſt thing here aſſigned to the Word, 1 
that he was in beginning.“ This agrees 
with what is ſaid of Chriſt being, In the be- 
* ginning,” 1 John, i. 1. © The beginning of 
6 7 the creation of God,” Rev. iii. 14. © The 
ſt-born of every creature, Col. i. 15; but 
is: no proof that the Word is not a diſtin 
perſon or being from the Father. 

Second, The Word was with God ;? this | is 
fo far from being cbaracteriſtic of the Word 
being one and the fame perſon or being wich 
the Father, that nothing can be more expreſ- 
five of diſtinct exiſtence. To ſay a perſon was 
with ape, is neither common nor proper lan- 


guage | 5 


| Third, © The Word was God.? This can be 
ZZ o peculiar characteriſtic of God the Father, 
B —_ as Mr Lindley himſelf ſays, page 204, 
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God himſelf gives this title to Moſes.” And 
we have the authority of our Lord, that be call» WF 
ed them Gods io whom the word of Ged came. |} 
This, title may therefore well be applied to 
Chriſt, without any prejudice to the diſtinct 
perſonal exiſtence of the Logos, or Word, from 
that of God: the Father. N 
Fourth, All things were made by him'.- 
This agrees with what we are taught, 1 Cor. 
viii. 6. © There is one God the Father, of whom 
; are 


e 


12 bas © 
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| N of Jchn I. 1, &c- . „ 
are zl things, and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt; bß 


whom are all things.“ And Eph. iii. 9. Who 


created all things by Jeſus Chriſt.· 


III. Another argument (ſays Mr Lindſey) 
that Chriſt is not the Logos, or Word, may 
* be drawn from the apoſtle's declared intent 
in writing his goſpel,” which is thus expreſſed 
by him: Many other jigns truly did Jeſus in 
* the preſence of his diſciples, which are not worits: 
© ten in this book: But theſe things are uritten 
6 that ye might believe that Feſus is the Chrift,. 
+ the Son of God,; and that believing je might 
Have life through his name; John xx. 430, 41d 
Our apoſtle's deſign, then, Which was alſo 
that of all the other evangeliſts) being to prove 
that Jjeſus was the Son of God; the Meſſiah, 
© the great prophet foretold and promiſed to his- 
nation, he can never be ſuppoſed, at his firſt 
© ſetting out, to deſcribe and characteriſe Jeſus 
as God in the beginning, by whom all things: 
© were made, becauſe tp the Jews, who believed 
© only one God and Creator in the ſtricteſt 


ſenſe, it would have the appearance of main- 
tiaining the ſtrangeſt contradictions and im- 


poſſibilities, namely, that one and the ſame 
© perfon was the Son of God, and the God 
* whoſe Son he was; the prophet of God, and 


© the God of whom he was: the prophet ; the- 


* father of himſelf; the ſender and the perſon 


Late auth fame üme. — Sequel: page 106.) 
It might be obſerved, in anſwer to this, that 
the contradictions and impoſſibilities that are 


A 3 brought. 
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brought to ſupport this argument have no foun- 
dation in.the words of the apoſtle, for he af: 
ſigns nothing.to the Word but what apply to 
him as a diſtinct perſon from the Father; and 


is ſo far from teaching that God the Father and 


the Word are one and the ſame perſon, that he 


| tells us the Word was to diſtinct from God as 


to be with him. To deny this diſtinction, is 
to make the apoſtle ſay, — God was with him- 


fel, which appears to be no better than to ay, 
that he ſent himſelf. | 


What the apolt& ſays of the Word i is ſo far | 


form being nconfiſtens with the ideas which 
the Jews entertained of the Meſſiah, that it per- 
fectly agrees with what they read in their facred 


ſcriptures, and what they themſelves conſidered 


as neceſſarily belonging to the character of that 
Meſſiah whom they expected. They had read 
concerning the Neſpah, the Logos, or the 
Word of Jehovah, That by the Logos, or 
Word of jehovah, the heavens were made ;* 
Pal. xxx11i. 6. So the apoſtle ſays, * all things 


Were made by him.“ They had alſo read, Mi- 


cah v. 2. That his goings forth were g apync, 
from the beginning. Agrerable to this, the apo- 
ſtle ſays, e apxn, in the beginning was the Word. 
They had likewiſe read, that when God ſent 


| Moſes to deliver Hrael from their bondage in 


Egypt, he made him 4 God, in relation to Aa- 
oY Exod. iv. 16. and to Pharaoh, Exod. vii. 
They behoved therefore to have conſidered 


the Deliverer, who was to turn away iniquity 
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| Unto the ends of the earth, as bearing this 400, 


or ſuſtaining this character, in a far higher de. 
gree ; they had even ſeen the title due God 
applied to himſelf; Ua. ix. 6. 

- His laſt argument to prove the , or 
Word, John i 1. 1 Wo not mean Crit, forms 
ed thus ;— tete 


LY 
41 


nN St John is s mers ben and: ape: 
© cular than the other evangeliſts in yg. | 
* thoſe frequent declarations of Chriſt, in whic 

he aſeribes his authority and all bis powers 


0 God as his gift. But this dependent cha- 


racter is quite incompatible wich the divine 


| q ner aſcribed to the Logos, or TIE" by. 


© him.” 
As to this | it has been ſhown! that 8 5 — 
attributes aſcribed to the Word imply indepen? ©. 


dence, or an individual exiſtence with that of 


the Father; this argument has therefore no 
force to prove, that the Word is not that fame 
Jeſus who affirms that all things were delivered 
unto him of the Father, and that he had all 


| power in heaven and on earth oy the Father" 8 
N git. 


Mr Eindſey: thinks wiſdom would be a fiter 
term than word, in the introduction to John's 


goſpel; and he ventures to make the alteration, 
ZW which is certainly very unwarrantable. But 
after all, What hath he gained 40 his cauſe 4 


this alteration i For Wiſdom is uſed by the 
poſtle Paul as a title of Chriſt, 1 Cor. i. 24. 
and as ſome have thought by Chriſt himſelf, 
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10 Mr Lindfey's Explanation . 
Matth. xi. 19. and, Luke xi. 49. And the moſt 
part of Chriſtian writers appear to have conſi. 

: 1 the deſcription of wiſdom, Prov. viii. 
22—31. as properly deſcriptive of Chriſt. But 
< i lays hez Sequel, p. 126. the more diſcerning 

© and — will eaſily ſee, that it is no 

© more than a beautiful perſonification,” ulual 
* with the ſacred, and all good writers.” That 
the ſacred writers perſonify things on ſeveral oc- 
eaſions is certainly very true; but is no proof 
that a proper perſon is not deſcribed in this 
age. It appears moſt evident, that it is not 

a deſcription of wiſdom, as it is an eſſential at- 
tribute of the Moſt High; for it is ſaid to be 
ſet up, or anointed; and to be brought forth, or 
Formed, as the word is rendered, Job xxvi. 13. 
Prov. xxvi. 10. Deut. xxxii. 18. Pial. xcii. 2. 
or made, Job xv. 7. or ſbapen, Pal. li. 5. where» 
as the eſſential wiſdom of the Moſt High could 
never be ſaid to be /et up or brought forth, like 
a gencrated perſon. or formed thing. If, there- 
fore, this be a deſcription of wiſdom as an at- 
tribute, it muſt be a deſcription thereof, as ſub- 
fiſting in a perſon diſtinct from God the Father, 
and as brought forth before the world began; 
in which cafe it as fully proves the 3 
of Chriſt, as if it were the deſcription of a 
per perſon. But there are very: ſtrong r * 
to make us believe, that this paſſage contains 
* of Ganſt perſonally 2 r 
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7 Proverbs vn 24. Ne. ed x _ 
I. It is ſaid; Jehovah poſſefſed\me. :' The word 
pp, rendered poſeſed, ſignifies to poſſeſs by pur- 
chaſe or acquiſition: Now, none of the eſſential 
attributes or perfections of God can be poſſeſſed 
by him that way; but the only-begotten Song _ 
in whom it pleaſed the Father that all fulneſs 
| ſhould dwell, even all the fulneſs of the God- 
head, or Deity, may be ſaid to be thus poſſeſſ- 
ed by Jehovah, with the greateſt propniety.” 


II. It is ſaid Jehovah poſſeſſed me Pw", the 
beginning of his ways; which agrees with a title 
which our Lord aſcribes to himſelf, Rev. iii. 14. 
the beginning of the creation of God; and the 
apoſtle Paul aſcribes it to him, Col. i. 18. The 
Engliſh tranſlation indeed reads this paſſage, in 
the beginning; but the word in is neither in the 
original Hebrew, nor in the Greek tranſlation. 


III. The wiſdom here: deſcribed is introduced 
as faying, I was ſet up; ſurely no eſſential at- 
tribute or perfection of the Moſt High was ever 
IT {et up. The word War; appears indeed more 
properly to ſignify anointed } it is the ſame word 
that is uſed, Pal. ii. 6. rd, I have anointed 
my king, &c. But wiſdom, as an attribute, 
can with no propriety be ſaid to be anointed ; 
and therefore there appears an abſurdity in ap- 
phing this to wiſdom in any other reſpect than 
as it is put for a perſon, and who that perſon is 
is manifeſt, among other things, from Pfal. ii. 
a 6. where. what is meant by this word is un- 
\ It doubtedly applied to Jeſus Chriſt, 
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formation of the earth, and 


1 Mr Lindſep r -Deplanation of prov. wi. 22. 


. This wiſdom ſays; When there wefe 
no depths I was brought forth, - before the 


hills was I brought forth.“ The word nm, 


rendered brought forth, is uſed, as beſore obſer- 


ved, for the bringing forth of children, their 


formation in the womb, and the making, or 


with the character of Chriſt as y 4 e fir/t-begotten, 


Heb. i. 6. or the fir/? born, Col. i. 15. but can | 
by no means agree with the deſcription of an 


eternal and immutable attribute of God. 


V. Wiſdom is here ſpoken of as ſaying, I 


was with bim as one brought up. The word N., | 


rendered, one brought up, is from JR, a word 
rendered a nur/ing father, Num. xi. 12. Eſther 


” is ſaid to be ox, brought up by Mordecai, Eſth. 


ii. 7, 20. The plural of this word is applied 
to the bringers up of Abab's children, 2 Kings, 


X. 1,5, and to the nurſing fathers ON the. 


chutch, Iſa. xlix. 23. 


Some are ſaid to have been broug 87 up in r 


let, Lam. iv. 5. And of the church it is ſaid, 


foe ſhall be nur ſed, Wa. Ix. 4. From theſe uſes 
of this word, it is moſt evident, that brought up 


here ſignifies, a being brought up as a child, or 
youth, which can in no reſpect apply to an eſ- 
ſential attribute of the Moſt High God, but ap- 


plies with the greateſt propriety to Jeſus Chriſt, 


his firſt and only-begotten on. 


That the Jews, long after the days of Solo- 


mon, underitood this pallage 1 in the ſame _ 
is 


agrees perfectly 


compared voith the 70th Hlanſlation. 
is evident from the Greek tranſlation, _ 
the Septuagint, where wiſdom is-teprefented as. 
IJ ſaying, The Lord eure, created me the be- 
FLinning of his ways, ut; into his works, or 
for his works. 1ο H derbe; before the age he 
eſtabliſned me, er ax, in the „7 
before the: making of the earth, before all the 
hills, %%, he generated me. Theſe words 
do alſo. plainly indicate a generation and per- 
ſonal diſtinction from the Father, which can on- 
ly apply to Jeſus Chriſt. And it might be ob- 
terved, that, in this paſſage of Proverbs, in MI. 
cah, and in the introduchon to John's“ oſpel, 
che ſame word is uſed. In Micah it is abe, 
in Proverbs, © «xn, and in John it is ir «py 
allo. ' I therefore agree with Mr Eindſey 28 to 
Ks © being highly probable. that our apoſtle al- 
ludes to Solomon 's deſcription, there bein 
a great ſimilarity of expreflion ; but ] differ from 
him when he ſays, The Logos then, (the 
Word, as we le{sproperly' tranſſate it of which 
the apoſtle treats in his introduction to his 
I © poſpel, is not a divine perſon, or intelligent 
s deing, though tiguratively introduced as ſuch, 


but it is hy wow the wiſdom of Gd, which is 
A 3 < God-himfelf,* “ 


1 
p- The following is the reading propoſed by Mr 
0 Lindſey, which may be contraſted with the 


words of the apoſtle John a as follows —_ 
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- * the keto 1 was 


the word, and the word 
. 
word was God. 


The ſame was in the 
beginning with God. : 


All things 
him, and without 


bim was not any thing 


made that was made. 


of men. 


And * Word was 
made fleſh, and dwelt 
us; and we be- 
held his glory, the glo- 
ry as of the only- be- 


among 


rr of the Father, 


ull of grace and truth. 


and the 


7 In 1 __ 
the life was the light 


8 F | d | 9 WT 4 : l 
14 M Limdfoy:s reading, &c. N 


Which Mr pn yr 
haps ne us ea; 


* the dens 


was 


. wiſdom, = wiſdom 
Was with God, and 
wiſdom was God. 
The ſame; (wiſdom) 


was in the beginning 


were made 


All Wang: were made 


by it her, and with- 


out it her) was not a- 
ny thing made that was 


in it cher) was like, 


and the life was the 
light of men. 59 | n 


And wiſdom was 


Kon? pag fleſh, and dwelt 


among us. 
And we beheld his 
glory from the Father, 


the glory of the only- 
begotten Son, full of 


grace and truth. 


According to the reading here oropolet by 
Mr Lindſey, it was not Jeſus Chriſt that came 
in the fleſh, but an attribute of God; it was 


not the Son of God that was incarnate, but 
This ſeems very like the doc- 


God himſelf. 


trine which the ſame apoſtle John warns a- 
ficult 
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A Remark on Dr Prieſtley, &. 15 


: 


gainſt, 1 John, iv. 2, 3. But what ſhall we 
make of the laſt clauſe of the 14th verſe, 'ac- 


cording to Mr Lindſey's reading? It ſeems dif- 
ficult to find any other perſon in the paſſage” to 
whom theſe words, we beheld his glory, will a- 
gree, but 5 xoyoc, the Word; he ſeems, therefore, 


to have furniſhed an antidote, in his own read- | 
ing, againſt the doQrine which that reading is 


intended to eſtabliſh. . oa 
Dr Prie/tley alſo ſays, That the apoſtle John 
meant the wiſdom of God, or God himſelf, and 
nothing diſtin from him, when he ſaid, In the 
beginning was the Word, &c. He tells us that 
this apoſtle wrote later than the reſt, and uſes 
language that cannot be applied to any thing 
but the ſyſtem of oriental or Platonic philoſo- 


phy, which held the pre- exiſtence of a perſon 


called the Logos, or Son of God, by whom he 
created all things; (Diſqui. on Matter and Spi- 
Tit, p. 287.) Now, if he thinks the apoſtle's 
words contradi& this opinion, why does he al- 
ter them ? If he thinks they favour it, he ought 
to be more cautious in his oppoſition. Mr 
Lindſey ſeems to differ from him as to the apo- 
ſtle's words having any reſpect to the Platonic 
philoſophy, for he ſays, It is not at all certain 


that St John had any knowledge thereof; (Se- 


quel, p., 123.) But, however they may differ 
about this, they are agreed that the words of 


the apoſtle ſnould be altered, in order that they 


may agree with their opinion concerning Chriſt; 


whicheis a very clear proof, that their opinion 
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ed to eſtabliſh. | 

- There appears to be a 8 fitneſs in the 
term Logos or Word, being uſed as a name or 
title of Chriſt; for as a word is the image or 
outward manifeſtation of the inward thought, fo 


Chriſt is the image of the invi/ible God, the me- 


dium through whom the inviſible glory and per- 


fections of the Father are manifeſted to crea- - | 


tures. And no words can more plainly and 
pointedly prove the perſonality of the Logos, or 
Word, than thoſe made uſe of by the apoſtle in 
the foregoing paſlage. 


This text, John i. 14. is not only a moſt 


clear proof that he who dwelt among the Jews, 
and called himſelf the Son of God, was that 
fame Logos, or Word, who was wich God in 
the beginning, ſince the apoſtle expreſsly ſays, 


© The Word was made fleſh, even that ſame 


Word who he had ſaid was in the beginning, 
&c. but alſo, that the glory of the Son of God 
was known before his incarnation : For, ſays 
he, © We beheld his glory,. the glory as of the 
only-begotten of the Father.“ It is evident that 
the glory, which the apoſtle ſays he ſaw, was 
the glory of Chriſt when he was transfigured ; 
and when, in order that the Jews might have 
a proper idea of this glory, he compares it with 
the glory of the only-begotten of the Father, it 
. neceſſarily implies that they had ſome idea of 


this glory with which it is compared. Now, 
what glory of this kind can we ſuppoſe them to 


have any idea of, but the glory of God, which, 
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AS thei had frequently read or hs. had ap- 
peared in former times to their fathers? Whew 
therefore the apoſtle compares the glory of 
Chriſt, at his transfiguration, to the glory of 
God that had formerly been ſeen, and calls: 
that the glory of the only- begotten of the Fa- 
ther; is it not plain that he conſidered theſe 
glorious appearances as appearances of the Son 
of God? And with this agrees the teſtimony! of 
John the Baptiſt, John i. 18. No man hath 
ſeen God at any time; the only-begotten Son, 
who being in the boſom of the Father, he hath- 

declared him.“ And the teſtimony of our 
Lord himſelf, John vi. 46. Not that any man 
hath ſeen the Father, fave he who is of God.“ 
The apoſtle Paul alſo appears plainly to refer to 
the glorious appearances of Chriſt before his 
incarnation, when he ſpeaks of his being in the 
form of God before he took the form of à ſer- 

vant, Philip. ii. 6.; and mentions it as an ex- 
traordinary thing, that ſuch a glorious being 
ſhould be found in faſhion as a man, verſe 8. 
If the apoſtle had ſuppoſed Chriſt to have had 
no former exiſtence in glory above other men, 
what ſenſe can there be in his ſaying, and being 
found in faſhion as à man? In that caſe it might 
have been aſked, In what other faſhion could he 
be found? But to thoſe who did believe, and to 

+ KB thole who do believe, that he exiſted in the 

f form of a God before he took the form of a 

be tervant, his being found in faſhion as a man 

3 will appcar an aſtoniſhing degree of humil a- 


„ | B2 tion, 


* 9 hd _ 


g_— 


bs &@. wo. Wl #7 Th UP. Pr 6; PW. RET 


g : e EO CR 
* 1 — 
py - > N 


. v 8 ws wo Phent wn _— vt 7+ WA IE om ge 
4 n * 2 2 * . * X a E. > a 
_ — A Irie y gt” P 3 ng s- 5 
0 5 ey. 6s w% 8 2 


— 


— — 


— = % - , — "ow — W 2 — Sofa 
Te 


18 On Mr Lindſey's Explanation of Eph. iii. 9. 
tion, and a proof that his love to mankind paſſ- 
eth all underſtanding. ; 


5 


There are three texts beſides this that are ve- 


ry clear and direct proofs that Chriſt was before 


all things, the evidence of which Mr Lindſey 
is at much pains to ſet aſide. | 
Firſt, Eph. iii. g. And to make all men ſee 


what is the fellowſhip of the myſtery which, 


from the beginning of the world, hath been hid 


in God, who created all things by Jeſus Chriſt.” 


Theſe laſt words, by Jeſus Chriſt, he ſays, are 


wanting in the Alexandrian, . Ephrem, Cam- 


bridge manuſcripts, and that Mill and Benge- 
lius reject them. Dr Fell, however, who has 
collected various readings from more than 100 
manuſcripts and ancient verſtons, mentions on- 


ly two that want them, and they are retained in 
the text of Bengelius's Greek Teſtament, print- 
ed 1762. But though both Mill and Benge. - 


lius, and other reputable names, had rejected 
them, and they had been wanting in more ma- 


nuſcripts and verſions than Mr Lindſey men- 


tions; yet, as they are found in others of as 
good, or perhaps better authority, we are not 
well warranted to reject, but ought rather to re- 


tain them, eſpecially when the ſame apoſtle 


teaches us the ſame thing in other places. This 


text may therefore be conſidered as a clear 
proof, though not the only proof, that God the 
Father created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, his 


tirſt and only-begotten Son. 


Second. Col. i. 15,—17. Who is the image 


of the inviſible God, the firſt born of every crea- 
5 ture, 
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ture, for by him were all things created that are 


in heaven and that are in earth, viſible and in- 
viſible, whether thrones or dominions, princi- 


palities or powers; all, things were created by 


him and for him. And he is before all things, 
and by him all things conſiſt.“ This text con- 
tains ſuch clear and direct proof, that all things 
were created by Jeſus Chriſt, that he is before 
all things, and that by him all things conſiſt, 


that it is ſurpriſing any perſon ſhould diſpute its 
evidence: Yet Mr Lindley is at much pains to 
invalidate the evidence of this, as well as ſeve- © * 


ral others that ſpeak io the fame purpoſe. And 
to this end, among other things, he lays, * That 
the ſacred penmen were leſt to themſelves to 
deliver the truths they were well acquainted 
with in their own language, according to their 
own genius, and the belt of their {kill and 
knowledge of the perſons to whom they wrote, 
ſo as might be moſt efficacious to win them 
over to embrace what they taught. +: 
The imaginary hierarchy, therefore, and 
government of angels and inviſible powers, 
which the apoſtle found his countrymen and 
others prepoſſeſſed with from ancient tradi- 
tion, and the opinions and philoſophy in 
vogue, he finely turns to his own purpoſe, 
and makes uſe of it to teach them the excel- 
lency of the goſpel, and the manifeſtation of 
* a divine power in the perſon of Chriſt and his 
* tollowers, by which it was ſupported.” 
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a0 On his Jaying the ſacred Penmen 


What are we to think of the ſacred penmen 
be left to themſelves? Are we to ſuppoſe they 
were left to write imaginary fables to gain con- 
verts to the goſpel? Were Mr Lindſey or Dr - 


Prieſtley writing to perſons prepoſſeſſed with the 


opinion that Chriſt exiſted before, and was the 
creator of all things? can we think, that, in or- 
der to convince them that this opinion was 
falſe, they would tell them, as the apoſtle does 
his countrymen and others, that Chriſt was be- 
fore all things, that he created all things, and 
that by him all things conſiſt? We have reaſon 
to ſuppoſe they would be more guarded in their 
expreſſions, or rather that they would uſe ex- 
preſſions directly oppoſite ; which is a plain e- 
_ vidence, that their ideas reſpecting that ſubject 

are directly oppoſite to thoſe of the apoſtle. 
It ſeems rather difficult to conceive in what 

ſenſe the apoſtle is ſuppoſed finely to turn the 
imaginary hierarchy of angel to his own pur- 
pole; for if it was his purpoſe to reclaim them 
from a prepoſleſſion in favour of this hierarchy, 
he certainly took a very improper method, fince 
his words are directly in favour of this prepoſ- 
ſeſſion. Mr Lindſey alſo ſays, That © the 
* ſcripture language ſuppoſes, that the Jewiſh 
and heathen diſpenſations were governed by 
< angels good and bad, and that there was a 
< regular ſubordination among theſe good and 
< evil powers, authority and rule being exer- 
< ciſed among them as among the ſtates of this 
© world.” 15 


- guage ſuppoſes this hierarchy, it ſeems rather 
preſuming 


he believes that the ſeripture lan- 


preſuming too far in him to ſuppoſe it imagi- 
nary. No man ſnould retain theſe prepoſſeſ- 
ſions which make him differ from what he be- 
lieves to be the language of ſcripture. | 

To obviate the force of the laſt-quoted.pafſ- 
age as a proof that Chriſt was before all things, 
and that all things were made. by him, Mr 
Lindſey ſays, jir/t-born of every creature means 
only © the chief, the lord of all mankind, | 
the new creation.” And, as it might be 
wondered how one of mankind ſhould be at 
* the head of the creation, he goes on to ex- 
plain it, viz. for by him were all things created.” 
And this creation of all things he ſuppoſes not. 
to be a proper creation, © but a new frame, 
* conſtitution, arrangement, regulatien of the 
things here mentioned.“ Now, as he here 
allows that the headſhip of Chriſt, and his- do- 
minion over mankind, reſt upon their being 
created by him, and holds that a new creation 
is meant, he muſt either hold that all men are 
created anew by Chriſt, or that he is not Lord 
over them all. But it is neither true that all 
men are created anew, nor is it true that Chriſt. 
is not Lord of all; therefore this explanation, 


which neceſſarily ſuppoſes one of theſe, muſt be 


falſe. Nothing can be more evident, both from 


{cripture teſtimony and experience, than this, 
that all men have not faith, and that ſome re- 


ceive not the things of the Spirit, without which 


none can be created anew. And it is alſo cer- 
tain, from the ſame infallible imony, 
O 


Chriſt is Lord of all ; that he is Lord bgth of 
| D the 
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were ſometimes left to themſelves. 21 
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22 On Col. 1. 16. meaning the new Creation. 


the quick and of the dead, and that he is the op 
head of every man. This is not the only dĩffi- fe 
culty that preſſes upon the explanation which de 
Mr Lindſey and other Socinian writers give of | 


this text; for if creation here means the new is 


creation, then Chriſt, being the firſt-born in this WF th 
creation, and all being created anew by him, he Fe 
f 


muſt have exiſted before Adam or any of his 


poſterity were regenerated, or created anew in wh 
righteouſneſs and true holineſs. They muſt IM go 
therefore either deny that any were regenera- of 
ted or created anew before the incarnation of the 


Chriſt, or allow that he exiſted before that 
time. But the words of the text will not apply 
to the new creation, for the apoſtle ſays, by 
© him. were all things created that are in hea- 
© ven, and that are on earth, &c. But it is 
not true that all things either were, or are as . 
yet, created anew by Chriſt; nor have we 
ground to believe that new creation will apply 
to, the things in heaven. Neither will the words 
of the text apply to a new frame, conſtitution, 
or regulation of all things under Chriſt ; for it 
is not true that all things were renewed, fra- 
med, or conſtituted under the regulations of 
Chriſt's government, when the apoſtle wrote 
theſe words. This was ſo far from being the 
caſe, even as to mankind, that the throne of 
iniquity was then ſtanding in full force, and fra- 
med many miſchievous laws after that, by which 
the blood of the ſaints was ſhed like water. 
And in far later times, the kings ef the earth 
and their armies are repreſented as in a ſtate of 
p ; open 


- On the Apoſtle borrowing his Notions, &c. 23 
le open hoſtility againſt Chriſt, which is very dif- 
i- WW ferent from thate 1 being in a new frame, or un- 
1 der the regulations of his government. | 
of The application of this to the new creation 
w is fo inconſiſtent with the truth of things, that 
is. the ſcheme requires to be fupported at the ex- 
ae nce of the apoſtle's knowledge and veracity z 

hos Mr Lindſey ſays, that St Paul borrowed the 
in whole idea of the power of angels, and their 
iſt. government over mankind, from the traditions 
a- of the Jews, without any certain knowledge 
of thereof himſelf. 
The text is therefore a moſt clear and direct 
proof, that Jeſus Chriſt was before all things, 
and that all things were created by him; for 
having declared that Chriſt is the firſt-born of 
every creature, he then, to prevent or rectify 
any miſtake that might take place about the 
meaning of 7/2 born, adds, for by him were all 
things created. And that the creation he f 
of is not figurative but real, that it is the firſt 
original creation, and not a new creation, or 
renovation of all things, is moſt evident from 
the definition he gives of the all things that were 
created by Jeſus Chriſt ; for he expreſsly af- 
firms thank to be, All things that are in the 
heavens and that are upon the earth, viſibleand 
inviſible, whether they be thrones or domi- 
nions, principalities or powers ; all things were 
Freated by him and for him.“ If theſe words 
do not expreſs original and univerſal creation, 
e ſhall hardly 111 words in any language that 
will 


: ; 24 On Mr Lindſey's Explanation of Hebi 12. 
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ciſion. 

It might alſo be obleined, that the.« creation 
here ſpoken of is mentioned as a finiſhed work, 
for the word «ra, created, is in the perfect 
tenſe, denogng the work to be done, or com- 
pleted. 


Third. Heb. i. 2. God—hath in theſe laſt 


days ſpoken unto us by his Son, whom he hath 
appointed heir of all things; by whom alſo he 


made the worlds.“ Of this Mr Lindſey- ſays, 


© Tf we take the preſent reading of our Engliſh 


© verſion, and reader. awvz; worlds, the paſſage 
will be found in very exact reſemblance with 
© the toregoing, Col. i. 15, 16.” This may be 
very true ; for it will require much the ſame 
force upon this, to accommodate worlds to the 
new creation, as the thrones. and dominions re- 
quired in the other. He thinks, however, that 
the word is improperly tranſlated worlds ; © but 
it means properly ages, or certain periods of 
© time, in which ſuch and ſuch things were 
© done, or to be done. Such were the patri- 
© archal; that of the law; that of the Meſſiah 
that of the antediluvians ; that of the four 
great empires, which the prophet Daniel ſpoke 
of. | Theſe were properly ae, ages. — 
This tranſlation, which he preters, appears to 
be very right, but affords no argument in fa- | 
your of the opinion which denies the pre- exiſt- 
ence of Chriſt, but the reverſe; for if thele a- 
ges were made or conſtituted by Chriſt, he mult 
ave exiſted before thele ages. When * *. 
| | ore 
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e- fore God'is ſaid to conſtitute the ages by Jeſus 

| Chriſt, 'it as evidently proves his exiſtence be- 
on fore the ages, as his being ſaid to have created 
k, IF all things by Jeſus Chriſt proves that Chriſt ex- 
& WF iſted before all things. | 1 


m- It has alſo been alledged, that inſtead of by 
we ought to read to, or for; but this is contra- 


all WW ry to the ſenſe in which the word is commonly 


ith WF uſed ;' and the apoſtle does not uſe the word 


he de, which is rendered by, when he wants to 
expreſs the making of all things zo or for him, 
but uc, another word, as may be ſeen, Rom. 
xi. 36. Col. i. 16. Wt W 
There are ſeveral other texts which, though 
they do not teſtify ſo directly, do neceſſarily 
imply that Jeſus Chriſt exiſted before his incar- 
nation, as, n, 

Gen. i. 26. And God ſaid, Let us make 
man.“ This, he ſays, Is merely, a change of 


poſed is no where uſed by the ſacred writers; it 


kings in the days of Daniel, for one of them 
ſays, I, Cyrus; and another, I, Darius, make 


Jof this, and therefore he adds, If it be inſiſt- 
ed that an addreſs to ſome intelligent being is 
certainly implied in the language uſed, it may 
have been to ſome of the heavenly. ſpirits. 

His prejudice againſt the pre- eminence and pre- 

exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt ſeems to be very great, 
when, rather than allow this honour to Chrift, 
2 he 


On Gen. i. 26. | 25 


* 


* ſtile in the writer, adopting the plural as 
* more majeſtic.” Such a ſtile as is here ſup= _ 


was not uſed even by the Perſian and Medean 


a decree. Mr Lindſey ſeems to be very ſenſible 


<P} 


_ On John i. 15. 


he would aſſign it to ſome of the heavenly foi pi- 
rits, though the ſcriptures have expreſsly add, 
that all theſe were created by. him. This ad- 
dreſs is plainly to one who was to be concerned 
in the making of man, and it appears to apply 
to none elſe but Jeſus Chriſt, by whom God 
the Father created all things. 
John i. 15. © John bare witneſs of him, and 
"Sg dried, laying, This was he of whom 1 ſpake ; ; 
- he that cometh after me is preferred before me, 
for he was before me.” 
© There is no difficulty (fays Mr Lindſey) 
© but in the words for he wwas before me. They 
* might better be rendered, © tor he was my 
chief, my principal.“ This ſenſe, beſides its t 
not agreeing with the moſt common and prima- © 
ry ſignification of the word rendered before, is a 
V 
v 
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oppoſed by two circumſtances in the text: 
Firſt, It is oppoſed to the word after, which s 
relates to time; from which it is moſt natural 11 
to ſuppoſe that it relates to time. Second, Its t] 
being joined with a verb in the paſt tenſe; for fl 
John does not ſay «:, he is, but , he was be- tl 

fore me. Unleſs, therefore, a very unnatural | 

force be put upon theſe words, they clearly P 
prove that Jeſus Chriſt was before John the b 
baptiſt, conſequently that he exiſted before he 8 
was incarnate. 3. 
John i. 18. No man hath ſeen God at any cl 
time; the only-begotten Son, 5 «r, who "__ A. 

in the boſom of the Father, he hath declared 
him.'— — It is plain, fays Mr Lindſey, that ſee- 
ing with the external organs of ſight +008 
* here 
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od. Xxiv. 9, 10. Then went up” N 
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* 


ad Jehn i. 8. 2 
9 here intended; for, as far as that can be done 4 


$4 


by mortals, it has frequently happened. Ex; 3 


Mofes and 


Aaron, Nadab and Abihu, and ſeventy. dt 
« the elders of Iſrael; and they faw the God of 
© Irael,”.. But have we not rather cauſe to be- 
lieve, that he whom Moſes, &, are {aid to;have 
ſeen, was not the, inyiſible God, | whom no man. 
hath ſeen, nor can fee, but him who is the image 
of the inviſible God, even Chriſt, whom, they: 

are allo. ſaid to have tempted in the wilderneſs, 
by whom the Father governed his church then 
as well as now. This view of Jeſus Chriſt ma- 
nifeſting the glory of the Father, and ſuſtaining 
the high characters of Jehovah and God, re- 
conciles the truth of theſe appearances with the * 
above and other declarations concerning the ins... : 
viſibility of God the Father, and no man ha- 
ving ſeen him in his own perſon, at any time; 
it being the Son of God who Bs y. made 

theſe appearances, and ſometimes in the ſimili- 
tude of a man, or Son of man, as is teſtified by 

the prophet Ezekiel. Eq: 


The martyr Stephen alſo teſtifies, that the 


„ 


perſon who appeared and ſpoke to Moſes in the 


buſh, and to the Iſraelites on Sinai, was the an- 
gel or meſſenger of God the Father, Acts vii, 
35, 38. Agreeable to this the prophet Mala- 
chi had called him the angel or meſſenger of the- 
covenant, chap. iii. 1. But, ſays Mr Lindſey,: 
No Chriſtian, rightly informed, will allow: 
that the Adon, or Lord, of whom Malacht- 
* ſpeaks, — that he ſhould ſuddenly: come to.hys> 
Os e en 1 
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< temple, Was Chriſt; 7 Sequel 364. 55 His beg. 
ſon for ſaying ſo he erpreſles thus: I dòõ not 
find (Tays he) the temple, in any part of the 
A "ſacred writings, ſtiled Chriſt's temple; but 
„htiſt himſelf calls it, Matth. xii. 4. the houſe 
Wh © "of God; and, John ii. 16, my Father's houſe.” 
1.10 But did Nis Lindſey never read what Chriſt! 
did to his (diſciples, John xvi. 1 3 « All chat 
the Father hath are mine.“ And to his Father, 
John XVIi. 10. All mine are thine, and thine 4 
are mine.“ The prophet ſays expreſsly, that 
the Agon, or Lord, is the meſſenger of the co- 
venant. Now, would it not be moſt abſurd to 
apply this character to the Father? Is there any 
to whom he ſtands in the relation of a meſſeri- 
ger? Can we then entertain a doubt that the 
prophet ſpeaks of Chriſt, when he ſays, the 
Lord wt ye ſeek ſhall Tuddenly come to his 
temple, 'even the meſſenger. of the \covenanit- - 
whom, y e delight in. | 
. N have the /ceing of God, Johk! 1. 18. 
to mean the knowledge and comptehenſion. 
af the will and deſigns of God.“ But this 
no way removes the difficulty that preſſes upon 
his ſcheme; for this as neceflarily requires the 
interpoſition of Chriſt for the knowing of God, 
"As the other does for the ſeeing of him. 
John vi. 62. What and if ye ſhall ſee 5 
Son of man aſcend up where he was before?“ 
15 But (fays he) it is à plain contradiction to 
fſuppoſe the Son of man to have been in heaven 
before he was born; to have exiſted before 
© be was. "IP would certainly be a contradic- 


tion 


"a John yi. Ty. Oe 29 


tion to fay; that Chriſt was in heaven be before, "if 
he had no exiſfence before he red on. 3 


N but there is no contradiction! in ſay ing he, was 
1 in heayen before, When the Sen g nan Alo li. 
bt ved on earth 1 lived in beaven as the Son of 
4 God, before he on 10 85 98 world at a8 the 505 
* of man. Suppoſing Mr Lindſey, or any other 
5 perſon, to have been in e of England, 
* and to have left it and N a miniſter. to a 
27 diſſenting congregation, i TOE: perſon 91 
15 ſay to that congregation, What if your: ming 

1 go back where he; was before, would there be 
* any impropriety in the expreſſion? Yet 'what 
* was meant by the term your miniſſer, would ap- 
gil ply as little to him, while in that church, as the 
5 term Son of man would ap pply to Chriſt while he 
Fe Was in heaven. But the exiſtence of Jeſus 
* Chriſt in heaven, before he deſcended | to the 
00 earth by becoming the Son of man, ig ſo far 
5} from being contradictory in the view of the ſa- 
8. cred; writers, that the apoſtle Paul conſiders 
ne this deſcent as neceſſarily preceding his aſcen- 
13 | on, mentioned Pal. Ixviii. 18. For (ſays he) 
wn I ph. iv. 9. now in that he aſcend K f 18 15 
Tf but that he alſo deſcended firſt ; into lh 
4. parts of the earth?“ In this paſſage t e apol le 

15 conſiders the deſcending of Chriſt from heaven 
E as neceſſarily implied in his aſcending, and af- 
wy firms it was the ſame perſon who deſcended, 
t 8 that did alſo aſcend far above all We that 
1 be might fill all things. | 
ra Mr Lindſey endeavours to explain e our Lord's 
15. words as follows: WMhat and if ue wall ſee 
10 | "REY the 
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the Son, of man aſcend up where he was be- 
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© fore? i. e. When you ffiall ſee me go up to 
heaven, to God, (alluding to his future aſ- 


© Vetifion) where Tua befire ; l. e. from whom 


have received my inſtructions and anthori- 
ty.“ To ſupport this explanation, he fays 
"that our Lord'faid'of himſelf, < that he was in 
"heaven, in the boſom of the Father, even 
© whilſt he was on earth.” This is taking a 
© miſtranſlation to ſupport a falſe explanation; 
for the Greek participle 5 « ſhould be render- 
"ed who was, as it is, John ix. 25. One thing 
I know, that whereas I, ., was blind, I now 
- Tee.' The man furely could not ſay, Whereas I 
am blind, IL now fee. Again, 2 Cor. viii. 9. 
"© who, though he ©» was rich, yet for your 
"Takes he became poor. See alſo 2 Thefl. ii. 5. 
e, was with you.” John iii. 13. ſhould 
therefore be read, © No man hath aſcended up- 
to heaven, but he who came down from hea- 
ven, even the Son of man, who wr was in hea- 
ven.“ Agreeable to this our Lord ſays, John 
Xvi. 28. © I came forth from che Father, and 
am come into the world; again I leave the 
World, and go to the Father.” But, fays Mr 
Lindſey, (Segue! 232, & 233.) To come out 
from God, to come forth from the Father, 
© © fignifies no more than to have a divine com- 
© © rflion or authority: To enter upon an office 
dor commiſtion from God.“ Might not ano- 


ther, with. as good reaſon, ſay, 70 go to the Ta- 
tber ſignifies no more than the ceaſing of a di- 
Vine Conuniſſion or authority ; the end of His 
els office? 


o OS 


| 


= 


076 john x xvii. 57 11 Wh 9 


office? And what better ground haye we from 
the one expreſſion to think that he 'exilts' with 
the Father ſince heleft this world, than we have : 
to think from the'other that he exiſted with the 


Father before he came into it by, being mcar- | 


nate ? 7 | | 111 
John! xvii. 5. 155 And now, O Fathet, 2 
me with thine own ſelf, with the glory W hl 


had with thee. before the world was.“ 


It has been too haſtily concluded. (als Mr 
Lindley) from this part of Chriſt's 'prayer, 
that he is aſking Almighty God to beſtow 
upon him ſomething of which he had been 


in poſſeſſion before the world was ;, but which 


had his birth from his mother Mary "How 
little foundation there 1 is for "op 2  oneſuſon 


c 
0 
— 
- 
he had voluntarily relinquiſhed, when he 
. 
c 
— 
o 
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ſhews that the 95 he nc for WAS! to = | 


N 


it.“ That . T indate de in glory 5 85 
our Lord prayed for, was to be fron to 
the faithful diſcharge of his duty, or, as he = 
ſelf moſt properly expreſſes it, his finiſhing.” tlie 
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work which the Father gave him to do, is ve 
true; but the glory itſelf our Lord exprels 


ſays, was a glory he had with the Father before | 
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texts, inſtead of pro 


On 2 Got: vit. 9. 
py wo Aid s has. Mr Lindley Rin ein . 
faber heſe words of our Lold can never be ac- 


"commodated” to his. views; and therefore in 
"his. paraphraſe, { Sequel 251.) he expunges them 


thus, And now, G Father, compleat thine own 


Work, in the happy beneficial conſequences of 


my death, and ſpeedy reſtoration to life, as in 


thine all-wiſe and eternal purpoſe thou haſt de- 


et 1. — E 


inion.that it was not a glory which Chriſt 


bad] poſſeſſed, but a glory that 'was © deſtined for 


Him, before the world was; he quotes, 2 Tim. 
1.9. Eph. i. 4. But it may be obſerved, that 


to have a favour made over by gift, and to be 


choſen to certain privileges, is very different 


fro om having thefe in {Qual poſſeſſion ; the laſt 


Was the caſe. with our Lord, but the firſt was 


only the caſe with thoſe” the "apoſtle mentions ; 


A choice being made ſo early in Chriſt is rather 


A proof of his pre-exiſtence ; it being native to 
join the idea of his exiſtence with that of a 
choice bemg made i in # by him; ſo that theſe 
mg, give their evidence a- 

rainſt- his opihion. "Since, therefore, our Lord 
es not pray for a glory to which he was cho- 
ſen, or Which was made over to him. as a fu- 


ture gift; but for a glory which he Han with 


5 Father before the world was, his words are 
ſear. and. deciſive proof of his pre- exiſtence 


5. 7 the Father before the foundation of tlie 


World. 


2 Cor., 8, 9. G * ye know the grace of our 


Lord Jelus Chain, that though he was rich, yet 


for 


To ſupport this paraphraſe, and the 
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„, bor your fakes he became pobr, flit Fethrough 
iner eee enen 
- is Poverty might be rich.” 


= 


n che riches (fays Mr Lindley) were his 
m wiſdom and great powers received from God, 


© by which he had all nature at his command, 
and could ſupply every want 3 his holineſs 
« alſo and perfect obedience to God, Which 
made him ſo dear and high in his favour. » 
And his meritorius poverty confiſted in his ne- 
ver entertaining a ſingle defire to employ his 
* miraculous powers for his private eaſe or be- 
* nefit, but chuſing to lead a poor dependent 
life, becauſe ſuch an example was of moſt laſt. 
ing benefit to us, both as a proof of his dif- 
© intereſtedneſs, and preference ' of truth to 
* worldly things, and as an argument of his 
* ſincerity, and of the truth of his doctrine and 
character. So that here is no reference to 
© any priſtine ſtate, but purely to his condition 
in this world.“ TT.... 
This explanation gives a very ſingular, and 
a very improper ſenſe to the words he became 
poor ; for, according to it, inſtead of becoming 
poor, Chriſt became rich by coming into this 
world; and his poverty conſiſted not in the 
want of riches, but in uſing them well. This 
ſurely is a very uncommon definition of pover- 
ty, and what will not moſt likely occur to the 
generality of readers, from the apoſtle's words. 
For a perſon. to have been rich and' to become 
por, always ſuppoſes that he had enjoyed fome- 
Dur thing when he was rich that he enjoyed not 
yet when he became poor, and the oppoſite of what 
BY 7 conſtitutes - 


N 
ol k 1 
45 > 
5 5 
l U yy 
a4 v re > 
1+ 
% $ * 
hos + 1 ; 
185 2 5. 
Fo 
. 
* q © 
13 1 2 
in . 
4 : 
4 
„ 
IF) 
1 5 14 
»þ - 
i IC. 3 
| 19 
\ I; l 3 * 
49 
. 
* * 1 
| Nel 
68 
4 i 2 * 
1 
1. 
4 


2 rr 
— Py, 2 . 7 EI mae * ö — 0 
— — — — > _— * 
9ͤ— SR. S on ROLES IBS: 
— . —— — — — 
a kt 4 £40 0 aan "ut 4 
— 
7. 


„ 


— — Sage yy <a TW 4 #, awe 
:, : 


4 wax. --- 
— 


i 1 ö - 
... A A — — 
La W —— 888 1 — ——> * F 
ME. 7 4 — © on - 425 
"4 — 4 * = * ä nat; 


5 


* 


— 


— — * * 
8 % . a 


— 


——— 2 


— 2 — — 
N 
— r 
* — 7 
we. au NEHA 


DS EEEES 


; "Plain ond en certain n Evidences iT 


e the PRE: Will certain] 0 5 
the riches. If then en + Chriſt, 
Mr Lindley ſays, .* 9210 ed in his never en- 
© tertaining a ſingle deſire to employ his mi- 
[+ raculous powers, for his private eaſe or be- 
„ nefit; Kc. it is native to ſuppoſe that his 
riches ſhould have conſiſted in what was the 
oppoſite. of this, which would be moſt abſurd. 
But if we allow, according to our Lord's own 
words, that he had a glory with-the Father be- 
fore the world was, and that he poſſeſſed a ful- 
neſs of wiſdom and power, not only equal to 
the conducting of the whole creation, but alſo 
to ſecuring of his own perſon from all annoy- 
'ance whatever; then the apoſtle” s words will 
have a peculiar. force and, propriety, ſince, he 
became poor indeed when he laid aſide that glo- 
ry, and emptied himſelf of that fulneſs he en- 
joyed in his pre-incarnate ſtate. For that he did 
empty himſelf we have the teſtimony of che 
apoſtle Paul alſo, Philip. ii. 7. But made 
himſelf of no reputation.” In the original 
text it is £auroy exerwrce he emptied himſelf. We 
have therefore the | concurrence of three di- 
rect teſtimonies, that Chriſt poſſeſſed ſomething 
betore his incarnation which 73 did not pol- 
{els i in the, days of his fleſh, namely, John xvii. 
5. Now, O Father, glorify me with thine own 
Telf, with the glory I had with thee before the 
world was, 2 Cor. viii. 9. For ye know the 
grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who though! he 
Was rich, {als for your ſakes. he became poor.” 
Hp: ii. 7. He emptied himſelf, and took 
upon 
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upon him the form of a a ſervant. being made i in 
the likeneſs of men. Thoſe who will not be- 
lieve upon theſe evidences, that Chriſt enjoyed 
a glory, riches, and fulneſs, before his incarna - 
tion, Which he did not enjoy when he was 
made in the likeneſs of men; it is hard to fay . 


what will convince them, or command their 


belief. 


Dr Prieſtley, i in his H ery of the Corruptions 


of Chriſtianit js conſiders the dodrine of the ex- 


iſtence of Chriſt before his incarnation. as one 
of theſe corruptions, and endeavours to ſup- 
port his opinion chiefly from the opinion of the 
Jews concerning their Meſſiah, the creation of 
all things Deng, s aſcribed excluſively to God; 
the opinion of the common people in the early 
times of a Hd of” and the manner in which. 
our Lord ſpake of himſelf when lie was on 
earth. 

* The Jews (he ſays) were taught by their 
* prophets to expect a Meſſiah, who was 0 be 
deſcended from the tribe of Judah and family 
of David; but none of their prophets” gave 
them an idea of any other than a man like 
themſelves in that Auſt 

the ancient Jewiſh church muſt have held the 
opinion that. Chriſt was ſimply a mnt 
mere man.“ (Hy. of Cor. vol. I. p. 1, 6 
14. 

Now, ſuppoſing what he here ſays to be 
rue, it remains to be ſettled, what they meant 
by a man like themſehues, ſimply « a man, and 2 mere 
zan. That the Lord Jeſus Chriſt was like 


other 
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4 ki 115 rs it beheveg him 5 157 mage like; unto his 15 
1 bret ren.“ And if by being © fimply a man, 2 ted 
1 mere man, be only meant his havin the fame << 
5 eſſential 5.epertien belonging to 11s perſon k 
I when. in this world that efeniall Ghar to men we; 
14 in the fleſh, y ſee no cauſe to refuſe the terms; the 
1 for as he tock part of fleſn and blood as chil def 
1 dren do, Heb. ij, 14. being made of a woman. ( 
1 ſo was he alſo made under the ſame law, Gal. Sy 
1 iv. 4. And being truly incarnate, or united in Ta 
3 the ſame manner with fleſh and blood as hu 955 
wil man . ſpirits are, he was ſubject to the ſame * 
Hl 1 of mind, ( John xii, 27.) amazement — 
1 (Mark av. 33. Hand lorrow, (Matth. xxvi. 38, chr 
We: ö the ſame pain, wearineſs, hunger, and thirſt off 
1 that other men are ſubject to. fo 
3 One great end of the humiliation of Chri 70 
nl " appears to be that of his having the experimet ; 
1 Iſai 
1 tal knowledge of the infirmities of human na * 
1 ture, by feeling them in his own perſon; * to * 
8 for wh Il thi 5 
„ it became him, for whom are all things, the 
1 bringing many ſons to glory, to make the Ca 1 - 
i the 
1 tain of their ſalvation perfect through ſuffering 8 
„ - (Heb. ii. 10.) that he might be a merciful an Al 
{3% faithful high prieſt,” (Heb. ii. 17.) And henc 7 
Wh; We have not a high prieſt that cannot | dre 
1 touched with the feeling of our infirmities, b 0 
* Was in all points tempted like as we are, ) 
IH of 
1 Without fin,” I iv. 15.) | 
15 8 
5 
vil 


E 1 Coin 7 0 Hat, 37 
ſc in being only a1 accidental” 0 ith has; ' 


befallen 95 8 bo ure throug * Se it 


behoved Chriſt to be made like unto his, bre- 1 
y thren, for he was © holy, harmleſs, and . 
a "YYted from finners,” (Heb. vil. 25.) 1 
There appears, t lerefore, to be. nothing in 
Hon hat Dr Prieſtley ſays was the opinian, of the n 
| ancient Jewiſh reg that! 18 gag r 
+ the primitive glory and pre-erninence of Chriſt , 
WY before and above all creatures: But if by being 
C ſimply a man, a mere man,” be e that, © 
in his original nature, he was nothing ſuperior, 
to man, or that he had no exiſtence till he 5 
incarnate, in that ſenſe theſe terms ought to be 
rejected, as directly contrary to the writings of 
the prophets and the opinion of the ſewiſn 
church recorded in their own writing; for not 
only does Micah ſpeak of the Mefliah as a per- 
ſon whoſe goings forth had been from of old, 
from or beforethe days of hidden duration, but 
Iſaiah alſo repreſents 1 2 as then conducting the 
operations of nature, Ifa. 1. 3, 4. I cloath the. 
heavens with darkneſs, and make fackcloth,. 
their covering. The Lord God hath given me 
the tongue o the learned, that I ſhould. know. 
how to ſpeak a word in ſeaſon to the weary. -. 
hend And Job ſpeaks of him as living in his own 
time, Job xix. 15. For I know that my Re- 
deemer liveth, and that he ſhall ſtand at the 
latter day upon the earth.“ As to the opinion 
are, Mof the Jews, Dr, Prieſtle himſelf fa ys, - But 
8 Plliilo the Jew went bers? the Chriſtiank i m 
0 © the 


cahuot be included in the all the in Which it 
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„ On the Opinion i the tie i 


. kT, 


£ the perſonification of the Lo gos, for: he calls 
_ the Logos Or Word of God. „ is: TpoToYarGor, 
Dor his I born, and the Tmage of God. He 
** alfo fays, that he is neither unbegotten, like 
God, nor begotten as we are, but the middle 
© between the extremes.” Dr Prieſtley likewiſe | 
fa s, We alſo find that the Chaldee para- 
Phraſts' of the Old Teſtament often render the 
word of God, as if it was a being diſtinct from 
8 © God, or Tome. angel who bore. the name of 
God, and acted by deputation from him.“ 
This che prophets, commentators, and learned 
writers among the Jews are clearly in favour of 
the pre-exiſtence,of Chriſt, and agree that he 
exilted in the character of the Word, or Angel. 
of Jehovah; under the OI Teſtament-diſpen- 
ſation, or from the beginning. And if the 
common people be appealed to, on whoſe judge- 
ment Dr Prieſtley ſeems to lay the greateſt ſtreſs, 
it appears that in the days of our Lord's humi- 
liation, they held not only the pre-exiſtence of 
the Meſſiah, but alſo of all perſons, as is evi- 
dent from the queſtion propoſed by the diſciples, 
who ſaid, John ix. 2. © Maſter, who did ſin; 
this man or his parents, that he-was born blind?” 
They could never have aſked if the-blind man 
ſinned before he was born, if they had not be- 
lieved that he had exiſted in ſome former ſtate. 
Dx Prieſtley alſo ſays, © It is acknowledged by 

< early writers of the orthodox perſwaſion, that. 
© two kinds of hereſy exiſted in the times of the 
© *apoſtle, viz. that of thoſe who held that 
, YRS Was 5. imply a man; ng te other, 5 
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1 he was man only in appearance. Now the a- 
« poſtle John animadverts with the greateſt fſe- . 
« yerity upon the latter; and can it be thought 
© probable that he ſhould paſs over the former 
without cenſure, if he thought it to be an ex- 


* ror?? On this it may be obſerved, that if by \, 


being /emply a man be meant a denial of the ex. + 
iſtence of Chriſt as the Son of God, before he 
became the Son of man, the apoſtle is far from 
paſſing over it without cenſure, for he men- 
tions two or three things concerning Chrilt, 

namely, his being the Son of God, his coming 
in the fleſh, and his being the Chriſt. John iv. 
15. Whoſoever ſhall confeſs that Jeſus is the 
Son of God, God dwelleth in him, and he in 


God.“ If therefore there were any Who pro- 


feſſed to be Chriſtians, and denied, either ex- 
preſsly or implicitly, that Jeſus Chriſt was the 
Son of God, in ſome peculiar. manner in which 
no other perſon was, the apoſtle reproves this 
opinion, by ſetting forth the duty and advan- 
tage of confeſſing, in oppoſition to this, that . 
ſus is the Son of God. If this confeſſion did not 
imply fomething peculiar in the generation ok 
Chriſt, by which he ſtands more immediately 
related to the Father, than any other being 
whatever; and if it did not diftinguiſh him 
from all others, more than Socinians ſeem to 
allow when they call him ſimply a man, it 
could be no ſuch proper and peculiar character 
of Chriſt as the apoſtle here repreſents it to 
be. a bl 
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02 Hergfes arte to pits 


1 The fame apoſtle ſays, 1 John iv. 2, 
« Every ſpirit that confelleth that Jeſus Chr 18 
come in the fleſh, is of God; and every ſpirit 
that. confeſſeth not that Jeſus Chriſt 3 is come in 
the fleſh, is not of God; and this is that ſpirit 


of antichriſt, whereof ye have heard that it 


ſhould: come and even now already it is in the 
World.“ This ſeems to be a ſevere animadver- 
ſion on thoſe who then held, or who now hold, 


that it was not the Word as a diſtinct perſon * 


that was made fleſh, but an attribute of God, 

or God himſelf. The apoſtle? s words apply as 
ch againſt the opinion that denies the real 
exiſtence of a perſon coming in the fleſh, as the 
fleſh in which he came. However unfavour- 
able it may be to the doctrine of philoſophical 
neceſſity, materialiſm, and the denial of the pre- 
exiſtence. of Chriſt, which according to Dr 
Prieſtley are all neceſſarily connected with one 


another; I ſay, however ee it may be. | 


to theſe, the ſcriptures do conſtantly JL 

that he received nothing but fleſh and blood, or 
A material body, by being incarnate. Hence 
in the epiſtle to the Hebrews, he is repreſented 
as ſaying, chap x. 5. A BoDy haſt thou pre- 
pared me.“ Agreeable to this, the apoſtle Pe- 
ter ſpeaking of David, ſays, Acts ii. 30, That 
God had ſworn with an oath to Rn that of the 
fruit of his loins, according to the fleſh, he 
would raiſe up Chriſt to fit on his throne.“ The 


apoſtle Paul alſo ſays, Rom. i. 3. Concerning 
Telus Chriſt our Lord, who was made of the 


ſeed of David according 1 to the fleſh.” And 
_ again 
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again, Ren l. 5. Of whom, as eveernta 
the FLESH, Chiift came ORE LIND 
It is alſo faid, 1 John it. 22. © Whois. 
Far, but he'that denieth that Jeſus is «the Chit? - 
In ſo far as this hath a reference to à ſe&of- 
Chriſtians; it may perhaps refer to thoſe who 
are ſaid to have held; that Jeſus who was bern 
of Mary, was a diſtin perſon from Chriſt who 
came down from heaven and dwelt" in Him; 
who being of a ſuperior nature, Tupported' Jes | 
ſus, but felt none of his ſufferings, and left him 
about the time he expired on the erofs. Very 
ſimilar to this is the opinion of ſome who now 
hold, that a ttue body and a Yealonable foul 
( which certainly make a perſen,) was born of 
the Virgin Mary, and that a perſon who' exilted 
before, deſcended into this true body and rea- 
ſonable foul, or was united thereto; that theſe 
were ſo diſtin, as the one to know all things, 
while the other was ignorant of feveral things; 
that this ſuperior nature, or being, felt none of 
the ſufferings of the inferior, and that after ſup- 
porting the inferior for a time, renn quieſ- 
cent, or forſook him, when he cried, My God, 
my God, why haſt thou forſaken me? 
In oppoſition to theſe falſe opinions, the as 
poſtle Jom teaches, that Jeſus was the Son of 
God, by a real and proper, though peculiar and 
meffable generation; and that this Son of GO 
who was with him in the beginning, did actual 
ly come in the fleſh. Being made lower than 
the angels, and partaking of fleſn and blond as 
the children of men do, he was as truly made 
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0. Chrit being before all things 
cf as human ſpirits are by ordinary genera- 


tion, though his generation was miraculous and 
extraordinary. 


Upon the whole, the language of the pro- 


| phets,' the opinions of the Jews, and the doc- 


trines of the, apoſtles, are all clearly in favour of 


the pre-exiſtence and pre-eminence of Jeſus 
_ Chriſt, before, and above all things. 


But againſt all things being created b by Je- 


ſus Chriſt, and againſt his being with the Father 


in the beginning, Dr Prieſtley alledges that 
creation is aſcribed to God alone, and there. 
fore the agency of Chriſt could in no reſpect be 
concerned therein. It is very true, that there 


is one God who created all things; but it is 


no leſs true, that he created all things by Fe/us 
Chrif ; and therefore his agency was concern- 
ed therein moſt certainly. There is alſo one 
God, to whom vengeance belongs, but that 
does. not ſet aſide the agency of Chriſt in the 


execution of judgment. Since we are informed, 
not only that all judgment is committed to him, 


and authority to execute judgment alſo, becauſe 


he is the Son of man; but alſo that he will be re- 
- vealed from heaven, taking vengeance on them 
that know not God, and that obey not the goſ- 


pel; and that thoſe who ſuffer will ſuffer the 


Wrath of the Lamb. It might alſo be obſerved, 


that creation is not more uniformly and exclu- 


- fively aſcribed to God, than the working of mi- 


racles, and the falvation of ſinners; yet we 
know moſt certainly, that the agency of Chriſt 
is not excluded from theſe, Thus it is faid, 
2 gs | Pla} 
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Of Creation FTE e one nd. 


Paal. xxxvi. 3, 4. O give thanks to the Rl 
of Lords, To him {ww ALONE : doth; Te | 
wonders;' And Iſa. xhii. 11. © I even Tam 
Jehovah, and beſides me there is Na; SAVIOUR». 
But will any from this venture to deny that God 
urought mighty ſigns and great wonders by- 
Jelus Chriſt, and that Chriſt is the Saviour of 
ſinners, when we are expreſoly taught that God 
did theſe by his Son, (Acts ii. 22.) and that his 


name was called Jeſus, becauſe he faves: his { 


people from their fins (Matth. i. 21.) ? Wejcam 
therefore have no warrant to deny that G 
created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, from ue Deng: | 
ſaid that he created the heavens Ace, nn 
When any action is aſcribed both to the Fa- F 
ther and the Son, we are not, I: apprehend, to» 
ſuppoſe that the one does one part of the action, 
and the other another part thereof, hut that the: 
joint agency of both is concerned in effecting 
the ſame thing ; as Chriſt himſelf teſtified cone. 
cerning the works which the Father gave him 
to do, when he ſaid, My Father worketÞ hi. 
therto, and I work. . when we are allo;; 
taught, that There is one God the Father, of whom: : 
are all things ; and one Lord Feſus Chriſt, by n 
are all things, it appears very evident that God. 
the Father alone, in the ſtricteſt ſenſe, is the 
Creator and Saviour, as to the firſt cauſe, and al- 
ſo that Jeſus alone is he by whom God the Fa- 
ther created all things, and by whom he ſaves | 
fallen creatures from ſin and miſery. | 5 
Me cannot expect any ſimilitude in e 5 
nature Sy uch the agency of the. Father and 
„ the: 


— IISITRY 


„ 2. — . 1 _ — = 
— ... EE = IE 
3 £ ny” 4 a7 C2 1 — -4 
EM 2 N 
- , - 


* 


— .- 4 7 222 2 n ot = - 
2 3 ow 


. The Agency of Chriſt not excluded thereby. 
| the Son can be properly repreſented; for Who 


— 


** 


in heaven or on earth can be compared unto 


bim; neither is there any work like unto the 

works that he hath done: yet we may find 

eaſes in which the joint concurrence of two a- 
gents, or inſtruments, are neceſſary for effecting 


the ſame thing. For inſtance, let us ſuppoſe a 
place into which the light of the ſun could not 
come, unleſs it was reflected from a mirror, the 
fun would be the firſt cauſe of that reflection, 


and the mirror the medium by which the reffect- 


ing would be conveyed; and the joint concur- 
rence of both the fun and the mirror for ef- 
fecting this would be ſo neceſſary, that the with- 
drawing of any one of them would make the 


| reflection to ceaſe. 


Upon the ſame ground that Socinian writers 


argue againft the agency of Chriſt being con- 
cerned in the creation of all things, they may 


argue againſt his agency being concerned in re- 


deeming, quickening, fanctify ing, and reconci- 
ling finners unto God; for theſe they will cer- 
ri allow to be afciibed unto the Father in 


he following paflages. Ia. xxix. 22. Thus 


Faith Jehovah, who redeemeth Abraham,” Ia. 
= =zxbvii. 4. © As for our Redeemer, Jehovah of 
& | Hoſts is his name.” Pſal. xxxi. 5. Thou 


haſt redeemed me, O Jehovah, God of truth.” 
Pal. Ixxi. 23. My foul which thou haſt re- 
deemed.“ Pſal. IXxxX. 18. Quicken us, and 


| we will call on thy name.“ 1 Tim. vi. 13. 


God who quickeneth all things.“ Eph. ii. 5. 


a by . — us — with Chriſt.“ 


hn 
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The agency Chrit not excluded in Creation. 475 
0 john xvii. 17. Sanctify them through thy 
0 truth.“ 1 Theſſ. v. 23. © The very God of 
e peace ſanctify you wholly.” | 2 Cor. v. 18, 19, 
d All things are of God, who hath reconciled 
- us to himſelf by Jeſus Chriſt. pt, Fe 
g It appears therefore very evident from the 
a 


ſcripture account, that God at firft created all 
t things by Jeſus Chriſt, and that he is now 


= enlightening, ſanctifying, and reconciling ſin- 
„ ners to himſelf by him; ſo that all the agen- 
t- cy of God the Father, in the creation, preſer- 
— vation, and government of creatures, has been, 


f. is, and will be by Jeſus Chriſt, who is the Alpha 
— and Omega, the firſt and the laſt, in all the agen- 


e cy of the Father relative to his creatures. This 
ddea of divine agency flowing from God the 

'S Father, as the fiſt cauſe, and through Jeſus 

1— Chriſt, as the intermediate agent of operation 

7 and manifeſtation; is no way inconſiſtent with - 

> the unity of the Moſt High God; nor doth the: 

i- inconceivable meaſure of wiſdom, power, ank 

r- goodneſs, which, in this caſe, muſt ſubſiſt in 

* the perſon of Chriſt, in any reſpect injure our 

18 diſtin& ideas of the infinite perfections of the F 

. Father: But, on the contrary, we are thereby let 

Ff to a. ſituatien from which we may contemplate, 

uw I with greater advantage, the infinite being, t 

. power, wiſdom, and goodneſs of the inviſible 


e- I God. For if the agent by whom the immenſe 
d ſyſtem of nature was made, John i. i. 3. Col. i. 
3. 16.) unto whoſe government all things are com- 
* mitted, (Matth. xi. 27.) and by whom all the 
D complicated actions of intelligent creatures will 


* 


iſtence of Chriſt, 


While the 
latter. 
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be judge, 0 _ v. 42, 7. Atts. X, Mn maſt 
poſſeſs perfections, powers, and capacities, quite 


ein what we can conceive; how ſurpaſling 


far! how exceeding to an exceſs! mult theſe 
perfections, powers, and capacities be in HI 


who endued this agent with all theſe? All who 
deny the diſtinct perſonal exiſtence of Jeſus 


Chriſt, in this high character, deprive them- 


_ ſelves of the advantage of behotding the glory 
of God in a proper manner in the perſon of 
Chriſt ; and created nature muſt be the higheſt 


medium through which the perfections of God 
can be viewed by them. | 


Dr Prieftley argues alſo againſt the pre· ex- 
wy the opinion of the com- 
mon people being againſt it; and his principal 


evidence for this ſeems to ba taken from ſome- 
thing to be found in the writings of Origin, and 


Tertullian. Origin mentions what he calls -a 
corporeal, and a ſpiritual goſpel, and alledges 


that the ſpiritual goſpel was to be preached only 


to perſons confirmed in the Spirit and bringing 
forth fruit in it; from which Dr Prieſtley in- 


fers, that the ſpiritual goſpel was the doctrine 


of the pre · exiſtence of Chriſt, and the corpo- 


real that of his mere humanity; and that it 


was only a few who had fallen in with the views 
of the learned that would admit the former, 
great body of the people held the 
This he conſiders as a teſtimony as ex- 
prets as can be deſired, and ſhewing moſt clear- 
ly that the generality. of. Chriſtians denied the 


| pre. exiſtence of Chriſt. But his inferences ſeem 
| | to 


— 


- 


"of Origin, $6) ©. MM 


to be very-ill-founded, for Origin does not op- 


poſe what he calls the corporeal  golpel to the 
pre-exiſtence of Chriſt, but to that ſtate which 


ſucceeded his returning from his bodily ſtate.? 
(Hit. of Corrup. v. iii. p. 263.) It appears there. 


fore to be the glory and ſpiritual nature of the 


future life, or the future diſpenſations of grace 


in the aww aionian kingdom of Chriſt, to 
which he ſeems to have thought, the a goſ- 
pel mentioned by John is ſuited ; (which might. 
be called ſpiritual as it is ſuited to a ſpiritual 


ſtate,) that he mentions as fit ta be preached 


only to 


tioned by Origin, being oppoſed by him to 
that which is ſpiritual and future, ſeems plainly 


to mean the outward form of religion ſuited to 


the preſent ſtate, with which the great bulk of 
profeſſing Chriſtians toooften content themſelves, 
without looking properly either into their own 


- 


hearts, or into the ſcenes of futurity. And in- 
deed as to carnal, or nominal Chriſtians, it 


is to be feared they have had too great a majo- 
rity in every age. And it may allo be obſerved,, 
that the phraſe, T TEWISEURYOU vouCo utror ra- 
ther denotes nominal believers of the truth, chan 
real believers of a particular opinion. 4 

As to Tertullian, he mentions ſomething call - 
ed economy being held by ſome, which gave oc- 


caſion to the common people to charge them 
| with worſhipping two or three gods; but this is 
rather like the beginning of what is called the 


Athanaſian ſyſtem, than the doctrine of the pre- 
ö e exiſtence 


perſons confirmed, and bringing forth, 
fruit in the ſpirit. The corporeal goſpel men- 


* 


9 


= 8 © "Of tho O ; 
N 
| exiſtence of Chriſt which had been eauphe by 
the apoſtles, and believed by the generality both 
of the learned and unlearned who received 
their dodrine aright. | The doctrine of the Tri- 
nity which was eſtabliſhed by the council of 
Nice, ſeems, from the words of Tertullian, to 
have been held in his time under the idea of 
_ Ozconomy ; which is a mode of explanation 
that ſome in our time have held, after the 
common explanation appeared to them too groſs 
to be retained. And as this doctrine was more 
corrupted in the time of Athanaſius than in 
the time of Tertullian, it is no wonder that it 


was then oppoſed by the multitude. Lheſe there- 


fore which are Dr Prieſtley's principal evidences 


prove ie againſt the en of 


Chriſt. (9921 
But, ſays he, When we read of ſuch per- 
< ſons as this biſhop, (Paul, biſhop of Samoſata ) 
making ſo many converts to the humanity 
© of Chriſt; I cannot help ſuſpecting, that 
© it is to be underſtood of the. numbers who 
* were before of that opinion.” If, however, 
the peoples readineſs to receive an opinion in 
. theſe times, be a proof of its being-apoſtolic or 
true, this evidence will be much more ſtrong in 


favour of the pre-exiſtence of Thriſt, fo, as he 


ſays, To have made this doctrine of Arius ſo 
© Popular as we find it preſently was.” (Hit. 
oy Corrup. Vol. J. p. 81.) He allo fays, © So far 
Was the council of Nice from giving general 

_*.fatisfaQtion, that Hilary, preſently aiterwards, 
© complains of the Arians as being in on the 
pro- 


N Vite Common People. j 1 


« provines of che Roman 1 and in the | 
next reign, Arianiſm was very near becaom- 


ing the e doctrine of the Ines TY 
church.“ Cp. 


$85.) 

Dr Prieſtley 15 therbfore! furniſhed a very 
deciſive proof for the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, 
according to his own ſeheme of reaſoning ; g 
ſince he - Feaſts that the opinion of the com- 
mon people of theſe times agreed: with the oy: 
mate, or apoſtolie doctrine, and that their op 
nion is known from the readineſs or pla 
with which they received the doctrines Propoe 
ſed to them. 

But, fays he, * There is nates. cankiderts 
tion which I would recommend to thoſe h 
< maintatn that Chriſt is either God, or the 
Maker of the world under God. It is this: 
* The manner in which our Lord. { of 
| himſelf, and of the power by which work- 
ed miracles, i is inconſiſtent, according to the 
common conſtruction of language, with the 
idea of his being poſſeſſed of any proper power 


6 


8 
4 


Lo 


© of his own, more than other men have.“ 


How does this conſiſt with Mr Lindley's ac- 
count? When he ſays, © Chrilt's riches. were 

* his wiſdom and great powers received from 

God, by which he had all nature at his com- 

. mand, and could ſupply every want. Again, 

ſpeaking of the form of God, he ſays,, * Now 

this evidently conſiſts in thoſe extraordinary = 

* endowments of a divine wiſdom and power, 

* which ſhone forth in him; by which he ſpoke - 

as never man n ſpake, knew the hearts. of men, 

| © healeg __ 
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© healed. the ſick, reſtored ſight to the blind, 
©. raiſed the dead, multiplied a few loaves to the 
feeding of many thouſands; in ſhort 7%. 
© bled God, and not weak, frail, indigent man.“ 
The doctor muſt ſurely hold that Mr Lindley 
has greatly erred in this account, ſince he nei- 
ther feels himſelf, nor ſees any other perſon, 
poſſeſſing any (not to ſay all) of theſe powers. 
But as he refers us particularly to the man- 
© ner in which our Lord ſpeaks of himſelf,” let 
us hear in a few inſtances what he ſays. With 
reſpect to life, he ſays, John v. 26. As the 
Father hath life in himſelf, ſo hath he given the 
Son to have life in himſelf; and ver. 21. As 
the Father raiſeth up the dead, and quickeneth 


them even ſo the Son quickeneth whom he 


will.“ John viii. 57. As the living Father has 
ſent me, and I live by the Father; ſo he that 
eateth me, even he ſhall live by me.“ Is any, 
or was ever any other man warranted to ſpeak 
thus of himſelf? With reſpect to power, ſpeak- 
ing of his life, he ſays, John x. 18. I have 
power to lay it down, and have power to take 
it again.“ Matth. xxviii. 18. All power is 
given unto me in heaven and on earth.“ And 
addreſſing the Father he ſays, John xvii. 2. 
TFThou haſt given him power over all fleſh, that 
he ſhould give eternal life to as many as thou 
haſt given him.“ John vi. 40. And this is the 
will of him that ſent me, that every one that 
ſeeth the Son, and believeth on him, may have 
everlaſting life, and I will raiſe him up at the 
laſt day.“ Was ever any other man N 
| g 0 


Dr Prigie) s account compared whh ſeriprure. 51 
of ſuch a p6wer as fllis? ſurely not. How fat 
then has Dr Prieſtley erred from the truth, in 
ſaying, The manner in Which our Lord peaks 
« of himſelf is inconſiſtent, according to the 
© common conſtruction of language, with the 
© idea of his being poſſeſſed of an Proper 
© power of his own more than other, men 
Chavet 
But, fays he, There Is fiottiiag that can be 
e called an account of the ſuperangelic nature 
of Chriſt, in the Goſpels of Matthew, Mark, 
© or Luke. Now theſe evangeliſts could not 
imagine that either the Jews or the Gentiles, 
for whoſe uſe theſe Gofpels were written, would 
not ſtand in need of inftmgtion on a ſubje& 
© of ſo much importance, which was ſo very re- 
< mote'from the apprehenſions of both.“ As 
to the Jews, they had, as we have ſcen, been, 
accuſtomed to hear from their ſacred writings, 
that the goings forth of the Meſſiah had been 
from of old, from the days of hidden duration; 
from the Chaldee pharaphraſts of the Old Tefl 
tament, that the word of God was a being diſ- 
tinct from God, and adted by deputation from | 
2. him; and from the writings of the learned a- | 
nat mong themſelves in that age, that the «word of 
zou God was his image, neither unbegotten like | 
the God, nor begotten like us, but the middle be- | 
hat | tween the two extremes: And as to the Gen- 
ve tiles, their ideas was much the fame, though 
he more obſcure and confuſed. There was there. 
ed fore no occaſion to give information of the 
of uuth of this doctrine, ; ſuppoſing 1 it to be true; 
but 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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but much occaſion to give information of its 
being falſe, if it was not true; ſince it was more 
or leſs clearly held and believed at, that time, 
both by Jews and Gentiles, 

Dr Prieſtley allows it was the univerſal o opi- 
nion at that time, that there was no new crea-. 
tion of ſouls; but that they all exiſted in ſome. 
ſkate, before they came to live and act as men, 
and women in this world. Now whether theſe 
opinions were well or ill founded, when thoſe 
Who entertained them, read in 12 Goſpels of. 
Matthew and Luke, that Jeſus Chriſt was con- 
ceived without any human father ; they mult. 
have confidered him as exiſting with his Felber 


in heaven before he was conceived in the 


womb of his mother on earth; ſo that the pre- 


exiſtence was in effect taught by both theſe 


evangeliſts. And the apoſtle John, by expreſs- 


ly teaching that the Word exilted with the Fa- 
ther in the beginning; that this Word created, 


enlivened, and enlightened, every man that 
came into the world; and that this ſame Wurd 


was made fleſh, and dwelt among us; could. 


not fail to convey the idea of the miraculous 
conception of Chriſt, to perſons entertaining the 
opinions that were then, as Dr Prieſtley ac- 
knowledges, entertained both by Jews and Gen- 
tiles. The account which the evangeliſts give 
of Chriſt, doth therefore not only agree with 
the idea of his ſuperangelic nature, but is ſuch 

an account as will agree with no other idea. 
I would further recommend it to the con- 
ſideration of my readers, (fays Dr e 
| * how 
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how the apoſtles could continue to call Chriſt 
© @ man, as they always do, both in the book 
of Acts, and in their epiltles, after they had 
« difeovered him to be either God, or a ſuper- 
* angelic being, the maker of the world undet 
God.“ That the apoſtles ſpeak of Chriſt as a 
being above angels, and aſcribe the making of 
the world to him, is manifeſt from their writ- 
ings; nor is their doing ſo, in any reſpect, in- 
conſiſtent. with their calling him a man, as they 
frequently do. Their ca ling him a man was 
both proper and necgſſary. It was proper, be- 

cauſe he was truly and properly a man; con- 
ſiſting of an intelligent nature, united with fleſK 


and blood, which are the conſtituent patts of a 
man. It Was "neceſſary, to prevent thelr hearers 


or readets from ſuppoſing he was, not truly. a 
man, becauſe they aſcribed ſuch characters and 
actions to him, as belong to none who are dels, 
cended from Adam by ordinary generation. 
To whom, beſides the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, did 
ever the Father ſay, Thou art my Son, this day 
have 1 begotten thee? or, Let” all the angels 
of God worſhip him? or, Thy throne, O God, 
is for ever ? or, Sit tou“ on my right hand till 
I make thine enemies thy footſtool? To whom, 
befides Chriſt; did ever the apoſtles give the 
title of, Image of the inviſible God? or, Firſt- 
börn of every creature? or, Only- begotten of 
the Father ? What other viſible being was ever 
the apoſtles allowed to worſhip or addreſs as 
their Lord and God. 
Upon the whole, what Dr Prieſtley has empty 
E 2 


ed 


_ to overturn "Ubi RN: 147 daten ence 
of Jeſus Chriſt before and above all things, doth 
all concur to_ ſupport that pre-eminence, and 


clearly proves that he was before. all ching, 
| and that by him all things conſiſt, 


In his Hiſtory of Opinions, Dr pnedley en. en, 


deavours to ſupport af oe he had alledged in 
his Hiſtory of Corruptions, againſt Chriſt being 
before all things, and all things being created 
by him; and proceeds ſtill farther, 0 as poſi- 
tively to den) the miraculous « conception of the 
Son of God, by maintaining that he was begot- 
ten by Joſeph and Mary in the ſame manner ag 
other children are of their father and mother. 

So he ſays, As the Jews expected that their 
* Meſhah would be a mere man, and even be 
© born as other men are; the Kris of. hig 
having had any exiſtence or ſphere of action, 
before he came into the world, as that of his 
having been the Maker of the world, the gl- 
ver of the law, the medium of all divine com- 
© munications to the patr iarchs, — — muſt 
© have been quite new and extraordinar doc- 


* * 


a 


© trines.” (Hi. of Opin, Til. I. p. 23. But 


how could he imagine that the doctrine of 
Chriſt, being the Maker of the world, and the 
FIVCT of the law, &c. would, appear new or CXr 
traordinary to the Jews? When in the ſame 
hiſtory he bas ibformed us, that Philo, a Jew, 
beld the Logos, or Word, to be, ; the viſible 
medium of all communications of God to man 
that by which he both made the world, 1.0 
alſo converſed with the Patriarch of the 998 

eſta- 


_ * 


al 
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Teſtament,” (l. II 5. 3.9, That the divine 
Logos is the Firſt-Begotten, Lis called tlie 


xa ( beginning having no viſible form, as 


not falling under the ſenſes but is the expreſs 
image of God his #r/t-begotten Son, ſuper- 
intending all things as an officer under him.” 
(p. lo, 11, 12.) The Chaldee paraphraſts alſo 
repreſent” the Logos, or Word ef God, as 4 
being diſtinct from him. In the 'book called 
the Wiſdom -of Solomon, the Logos is repreſented 
as coming down from heaven againſt thie ene- 
mies of the Iſraelites; and the ſewiſh eommen- 
tators in general, are ſard t& have held that the 

Meſſiah being created before the world, God 
entered into covenant with him, that he ſhould 
redeem the world, and the Jews eſpeeially. How 
then could theſe doctrines appear ne or ſtrange 
to the Jews? The opinions of the Jews, ac- 
eording to Dr Prieſtley's own account of them, 
are ſo far from oppoſing the idea of Chriſt's 
pre-exiſtence, and all things being created by 
him, that they are moſt directly in tavour of the 
doQrihe;” 7 HTS! Treo * 
He ſays, For any thing that we certainly 
* know, God might have created one being of 
* ſuch extraordinary power, as ſhould make it 
* unneceflary for him to exert any more erea- 
© tive-power ; ſo that all that remained of crea- 
tion might be delegated to that great derived 
being. But it ig High! improbable that this 
* ſhould be the caſe.” The iden herk ſuggeſted 
is very different from ' the idea the ſeriptures 
convey; for the exettions of the power of God | 


* 
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pO ſuppoſed to be ſulpendediby the exiſtence 
of a being poſſeſſed of an extraordinary: power 
whereas the ſcriptures, repreſent, the power of 
God as exerted through the exiſtence of a being 
poſſeſſing extraor dinary POWer. 'W hat extra- 
ordinary power: God might; have endowed a 
derived being with; we certainly; Know. not; 
nor can we know what extraordinary power 
he actually endowed his only- begotten Son with; 
ſince our Lord himſelf has given us to know, 
that, No one knoweth, the Son but the Fa- 
ther: But this he gives us to know alſo, 
That the Son can do nothing of himſelf. 
From which it appears; that the Father exerts 
His power through his Son, both in the erea- 
5 preſervation, and Somme of the 
world. 
5 There is ſomething che fays) ins the FLY 
„ trine itſelf; which if we! were not accuſtom- 
edi to it, would appear execęeding nevolting, 
Such certainly ĩs the ideaof any being in human 
form, who. was born, grew, up, and died like 
other men; requiring the refreſhment, of food, 
*,!reſt, and ſleep, &c. having been the Maker, 
and while he was on earth, and allcep, the 
6 ſupporter; and - governor ef the world. Had 
6 uch, an opinion been int. ꝓr ed in the 
« preſent ſtate of philoſophy, it wou | have been 
$ rejected without further examination 
To a perſon who believes the infinitę power 
of. God the Father, and* the; unhmited:-love; 
condeſcenſion, and . reſignation of Ohriſt, his 
bumsen from ſo bish 0 40 low-@ state will 


indeed 


{ 


f end Inuows of Crit. a * 


nds Appear exceedingly amazing s but che 
mind, inſtead of ievolting, will thereby unite 
more eloſely in confidenee and love, to the Fa- 
ther and the Son, wha have done ſuch wanders 
ful things in favour. of fallen creatures. 

It ſeems diſſcult to perceive what: philoſophy | 
has: to door bow it can determine in this caſe; 
either in its preſent, or in any other ſtate. 
Philoſophy: can determine nothing about crea- 
tion, nor can it lead to a cauſe or cauſes 2. 
bove what is called the laus of nature; iſs 
that no argument can be drawn from thence; 
againſt God's:ertating all things By Jeſus Chriſt; 
And as to the idea of the derer a os the 
mediatory influence of Chriſt extending through: 
the whole univerſe, even in his loweſt, ſtate: of 
humiliation ; no philoſophical experiment will 
ever be found to diĩſprove this, but the idea 
might perhaps rather be illuſtrated and confirm- 
ed, by attending to the operations of ſome na- 
tural cauſfes. oft d ire ts 

It was an ber tate car one philoſopher | 
( Hutchinſen,) made on the opinion of another, 
( Newton) that he attributed more to matter 
than he would allow to: God, that is a power 
of acting Where it was not 1p! DH Prieſtley 
allows powers of; this kind ta inanimate matter, 
but ſeems to deny them to rhis Lord and Savi- 
our, His ſtrongeſt objection to the doctrine 
that holds all things were created, and are up- 
held, by the mediation of Chriſt, ſeems to ly in 
this, that he is limited to a ſmall ſpace; and 
was an Jomnelunea. in an nn. {that. theres, 
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fore he could not extend bis agency through 
the vaſt expanſe of ereated nature; nor take 
eare of an) thing when he was: ander and in 
the grave. As to that of Jeſus Chriſt being li. 
mited to a ſmall ſpace, we neither know the 
expanſion his glorious body is capable of, nor 
that of his pre- incarnate nature. If a mal 
ſpark of fire can expand a ſmall particle of oi 


to a very wide extent in the condition' of light 


and hear; or rather, if a ſmall ſpark of fire. dy 
diffuſe its operation in the condition of light and 
heat, to an unknown extent, through the medi- 
um, or by the means of a mall particle of oil; 
through what immenſe extenſion may the ope- 
ration of an infinite ſpirit extend through the 
medium, or by the means of a being begotten 
immediately by, and bearing the exprels r 


of the Infinite avs Inviſible God. 


It will hardly be doubted- that the influlncs 
of the fun extends, through the whole ſolar 
ſyſtem ; why then ſhould it be deubted that 
the influence of the Sun of Righteouſneſs ex- 
tends. through the whole moral ſyſtem ? If all 
things in this material ſyſtem are enlightened 
and invigorated by the material ſun ; why might 
not God the Father create all things by Jay 
Chriſt, and govern all things by New 75 if 
If Dr Prieſtley, or any other perſon ſhould 
aſk: how Jeſus Chriſt created all things, and 
how he upheld the things that were at an im- 
menſe diſtance from him when he was in this 
world? I pretend not to givè a philoſophical 
anſwer. Though, 1 believe, it may ber as eaſily 
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done, as he or any elſe can tell how an atom, 
or particle of matter, attracks or repulſes ano- 
ther atom, or particle, which. is at ſome diſtance 
from it, upon the principles of that philoſophy 
he ade, „ ᷑ ̃ͤ—Hf NO 
In his diſquiſitions relating to matter and 
ſpirit, he ſays, It has been aſſerted, and the 
* aſſertion has never been diſproved, that for 
© any thing we know to the contrary, all the - 
* ſolid matter in the ſolar ſyſtem might be con- 
« tained within a nut-ſhell, there is ſo great a 
proportion af void ſpace Vichin the ſubſtance 
of the moſt ſolid bodies,” - (Di/qud. p. 2 45 
This is bringing matter ito-a very {mall compals, 
and conſequently making the diſtance of parti- 
cles from one. another proporuonably great. 


0 


But he ſeems. to bring it to a ſmaller compass 
ſtill, when he ſays,.* 5 


” - 


xn he ſays, ( It conſiſts of Pc pams 

* only, endued with the powers of attraction 
and repulſion. (p. 24.) Now if he allows ſuch 
inconceivably ſmall; particles, tq have ſuch 
mighty. powers, as to act, and to be acted up- 
on by others at an immenſe diſtance ; with 
what ; conſiſtency can he limit the agency af 
him, in whom it pleaſed the Father that all 
fullneſs ſhould dwell, even the ſullneſs of him 


As to the agency of. Chrilt being exerted 
when he was aſleep, or in che grave, he cannot 
fe of $443 36 ; of IT. wi: _ SF TEE 9 
luppofe him moe inactive in; his moſt inactive 
tate, than à particle of inanimate matter. And 
if particles of matter are endowed with powers 


that filleth all in all. 


that can act whether they be in motion or at 


reſt, 


» oh 


'bo "Of the ps 


T6, why may not an animated being be en. throu 
dowed with powers that can act whether their I eſt ſta 


bodies be awake or aſleep, dead or alive. Thi Bu 
| may appear not ſo favourable to the principle Chriſ 
| of materialiſm, which Dr Prieſtley conſiders à I to be 
=: neceſſary part of the Socinian ſytlem, when he I humb 
þ "Tays, It is my firm opinion, that the three the F 
«* dgftrines of materialiſm, of that which is ly anc 
IE commonly called Sccinianiſin, and of philoſo- 
'* phical nece//ity, are 31 parts of one ff hypot 
tem; ( Introd. to:Diſqui. p. 5.) but it is an op was n 
nion that has been 87 12 among man. world 
kind, and the ſeriptures do certainly favour Ml of pe; 
that there! is an Antelligent rinciple in man that niſtry 
lives and acts bth'when the body is afleep and 
dead; and this idea receives no fmal! ſupport 
by analogy, from. the philoſophy that aſcribe 
| ſuch great and ave | powers to inanimate mat 
tet. 4 
Suppoſing then, that as the bodies of men 
are animated by their reſpective ſpirits; 9 the 
body of Chriſt was animated by that Gren 
Being, called the Logos, or Word, whom the 
ſcriptures ſay was made fleſh, and: wh, though 
emptied and become poor as jo fierfonal enjoy 
| ments, and made lower than the angels in ref 
pect of periqnal. circumſtances, yet retaine 
powers and capacities as far ſuperior to all creal 
ed ſpirits, as the powers and capacities aſcrib 
ed to him by Mr Lindſey in his e 
ſtate exceed thoſe of all men; how in that cal 
can we know the power and influences | ht 
might have through the whole creation, or wha 
5 powe 


and Influence of Chriſte: 6. 


power and influence the Father might exert. 
through the whole creation by him, in his low-. 
ar eſt ſtate of humiliation. © * | 
us But ſuppoſing. the exertion of the power of 
de Chriſt, or his office as governor of the univerſe, : 
to be in ſome, reſpe& ſuſpended, when he was 
he humbled, and diveſted of the glory he had with. 
re the Father before the world began; Dr Prieſt-; 
diy and thoſe of his perſwaſion can have no. juſt. 
10-M cauſe to object to, it; for, according to their 
y hypotheſis, the new creation and regulation that 
pi was made, and is carried on by Chriſt in the 
world, is done by deputation, or by the agency 
of perſons prepared for that purpoſe by his mi- 
na niſtry. When therefore he aſks, * Who ſup-. 
* plied the place of Chriſt in the government 
© of the world, when his office was ſuſpend- 
ed?“ Might we not as well aſk him, Whoſup- 
Wplicd his place in the government of the 
church, when he left this world? If his, 
preſence among a few illiterate men for a few. 
tn months, (for he will hardly admit that the 
time amounts to years), if the ſhort tithe he 
was with his diſciples, inſtructing, them in the 
ol doctrines of the goſpel, was ſufficient to, qualify : 
112 chem, for managing the concerns of the church, 
Wvhich has now been managed in his abſence, 
for many generations; how much more mighy. 
not his preſence with the thrones, principali- 
ties, and powers in the heavenly places for 
chouſands of years, perhaps for unknown ages, 
calbe ſufficient to qualify them Nr. ODOR, 
1 u 
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the affairs of the gniverſe! for between thirty 


_ Chriſt, 


„Aire was a reaſon in the nature of things, 


and forty years ? 
This part of the ſubject being that from Which 


the gr reateſt ööckcalttes may be ſtarted, Dr Prieſt- 
1 Tra very unwilling to part with it, he 


| 181 fays 1 2 If the Supreme Being 


mſelf undertook it, what reafon can there 
be imagined, Why he ſhould not himſelf have 


« always done it?? This queſtion ſuppoſes that 


che goberntment of Chriſt ſuſpends that of the 
Father, whereas the ſcriptures repreſent the go- 
vernment of the Father as exerciſed. through 
Again he adds, And pet, if 


© why this work ſhould be done by another, 
and not by the Supreme Being himſelf, 


that reaſon muſt have fibGted while Chrilt 


©" was. on earth, as well as before.“ It has 
been . obſerved, that for any thing we cer- 


tainly know, the perſonal agency of Chriſt ne- 


ver was ſuſpended ; and that if it was, an agen- 
cy might be aartied on through the whole crea- 


tion, as properly his, as the government carried 


on in the church 1s his, according to the Soci- 
nian hypotheſis. But ſuppoſing the agency of 
Chriſt to be as little concerned in carrying on 
the affairs of the univerſe, during his abode on 


earth, as Dr Prieſtley ſuppoſes he was concern- 


ed in the affairs of the church before his incar- 
nation, might not God ſee as good reaſon for 
conducting the affairs of the univerſe in a dit- 
ferent manner during his abode on earth, as for 
conducting the affairs of the church in : dit. 

erent 
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ſerent manner before his incarnation? Mighe 
it not be ſaid with as much propriety in the one 


caſe as in the other; if there was a reaſon in 


the nature of things way à perſon ſhould live, 
be put to death, and raiſed to immortal life for 
the good of mankind, near eighteen hundred 
years ago, that reaſon muſt have ſubſiſted be- 
fore, as well as after that time? Theſe diffi- 
culties, which ſeem to be the greateſt that can 
be brought againſt the doctrine of the pre- ex- 
iſtence of Chriſt, appear therefore to preſs as 
much on the doarine that denies, as on that 
which holds his pre-exiſtence. 

Notwithſtanding all that Dr Prieſtley favs 2- 
bout the ſcriptures being filent about the pre- 
exiſtence of Chriſt, telling us it © is no where 

* clearly expreſſed in the ſcriptures ;* yet it is 
manifeſt he ſees it much more clearly expreſs- 
ed than he would wiſn, from the alterations he 
ſces neceſſary to make in many places, to turn 
aſide their evidence from ſupporting this opi- 
nion. And he ſays further, he does not ſee 
that we are under any obligation > believe it 
merely becauſe it was an opinion held by an 
apoſtle. (HP. of Opin. p. 63.) And again, 
he lays; © It is not, W from ſo few caſual 

* expreſſions, which eaſily admit of other inter- 

* pretations, and eſpecially in epitolary writings, 

which are ſeldom compoſed with ſo much 

care as books intended for the uſe of poſteri- 
* ty, that we can be authorized to infer that 
* ſuch was the ſerious opinion of the apoſtles. 
* But if it had been their real opinion, it would 
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© not follow that it was true, unleſs the teach. 
ing of it ſhould appear to be included in their 
general commiſſion, with which, as I have 


_ © ſhown, it has no fort of connection. But he 


neither has ſhown, nor will he ever be able to 


ſhow, that this has no ſort of connection with 


the general commiſſion of the apoſtles; for their 
general commiſſion was, to teach all things 
whatſoever Chriſt commanded them: And 
Paul in particular was to bear his name, or 
make known his character among the Gentiles. 
Agreeable to this, John teaches that his name 
is called the Word of God, and that he was in 
the beginning with God ; Paul alſo characterizes 
him the image of the Inviſible God, and the et. 
born of every creature. And, 3 careleſsly 
the Doctor may think the epiſtles were wrote, 
Paul informs us that the things hewrote were the 
commandments of the Lord. 1 Cor. xiv. 37. This 
is the general character of the apoſtolic writings, 
and where this is not the caſe, we are particu- 
larly informed; and even then, the apoſtle 
Paul expreſſes his confidence of having obtain- 
ed mercy to be faithful, and of being directed 
by the Spirit of God. {1 Cor. vii. 25, 40.) 
© If it had not been a doctrine familiar to all 
* the ſchools of philoſophy, (ſays Dr Prieſtley), 
that the ſouls of men in general had pre-exiſt- 
ed, it would never have been imagined that 
the created foul of Chriſt had pre- exiſted. 
© But when other ſouls.are deprived of all this 
great privilege, it remains, contrary to all an- 
alogy, and the principles of juit reaſoning, at- 
« tached 
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© tached to that of Chriſt only. (Hi. of 


The pre- exiſtence of Jeſus 
Chriſt appears ſufficiently ſupported from the 
teſtimony of ſcripture independent of all analo- 
gy with the pre- exiſtence of other ſouls; and 
tioſe who form their opinions. from the teſti- 
mony of God in his word, will be little affected 
by he fluctuating dactrines that become fami- 
liar in the ſchools of philcſophy one after ano- 
ther. It may, however, be a queſtion with 
lome, how lar the ſouls of men in general have 
got jullice,..1n being ! deprived of this great 
pliviieges their pre-exi/zence 3. or how far both 
pL210to phy and divinity. are involved in embar- 
rallments by denying: this doQrine. When a 
philolopher-views the vice and miſery that ſub» 
lilts 2m0ng men and the reſt of the creatures: 
that live in this world, to what cauſe can he 
align a great many of them A cauſe ſupreme- 
ly good, ſurely cannot be productive of any 
evil; yet many men, and other creatures, ap- 
pear to have a conſtitutional propenſity to vice, 


or vicious actions, independent of all example, 


cuſtom, or habit, upon their firit living and ac- 
in 8 in this world; and ſome are involved in 
miſery before any 2 action of theirs in this world 
could procure it. Theſe things appeared ſo 


embarraſſing te a modern philoſopher, that he 


ſcems to have concluded, the 1 cauſe to be 
deficient either in power or in- goodneſs. But 
tiele embarraſſments diſappear, when the pre- 


exiſtence of ſpirits is admitted; ſince in that 


caſe they might have contracted theſe propen- 
F 2 ſities, 


66 Gad not the Cauſe of Evil. 
ſities, and procured theſe miſeries in a former 
{tate, that attend them in this. And as to divini- 
ty; has not the doctrine of original fin, or the 
general corruption of human nature, been very 
embarraſſing! The general opinion for ſome 
time has been that the ſoul is created at or ſoon 
after the formation of the body; and alſo that 
every ſoul is born into the world in a ſtate of 
fin and miſery. Now let us attend a little to 
the conſequences that unavoidably follow from 
this. It ſeems neceſſarily to follow that either 
God creates human ſouls impure, or make 
them ſo by putting them into impure bodies, 
without any fault of theirs. Now, to ſuppoſe 
that a being who is abſolutely perie& and inf. 
nitely pure, to make creatures impure as they 
come from his forming hand, is moſt abſurd 
and unſcriptural ; for if evil cannot dwell with 
him, and if he tempteth no man with evil, how 
can an evil impure-ſpirit come from his form- 
ing hand? And to ſuppoſe that he creates 
them pure, but, independent of any choice or 
act of theirs, puts them into bodies that una- 
voidably defiles, and involves them in miſery, 
is as irreconcilable to any idea of juſtice and 
goodneſs; much niore to that of an infinite 
degree of theſe adorable and amiable perfec- 
tions, which muſt ſubſiſt in the ſource of all 
being, perfection, and bleſſedneſs. 

To avoid theſe conſequences, ſome have 
ſuppoſed that the children of men have no 
corruption of nature when they are born in. 
to the. world, but that the corruption of 
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human nature which we ſee or. feel, 
tracted in this world by imitating the evil ex- 


amples of others, and indulging evil defires in 
"That'the corruption of human na- 


ourlelves. 
ture is often increaſed and ſtrengthened by bad 


- 
- 
1 E 
- * 
- , 
** 


is con- 


examples and bad habits, is moſt certain; but 


it is as certain, that a corruption of nature ma- 


dent of any example or habit whatever. 


nifeſts itſelf in the children of men, indepen- 
For 


do we not frequently ſee perſons who have equal, 


and even ſuperior advantages both of example 
and education, manifeſting a ſtronger propen- 


ity to vice, than ſome who have been placed in 
more unfavourable circumſtances? : That hu- 
man nature 18: corrupted, independent of any 


example in this world, and that it is ſubject to 


numberleſs miſeries before any actual ſins are 
committed in this liſe, is moſt manifeſt from 


experience and facts; now. ſuppoſing it were 


conſiſtent with the juſtice and goodnels of God 


to make all the ſouls of men and women ſinful: 


and miſerable, becauſe their ſirſt parent Adam 
ſinned, yet even this would not remove the dif- 


ficulty, for a common cauſe ſhould 
common effect. 


produce a 
If the offence of Adam be, 
therefore, the common cauſe of all the depravi- 


ty and miſery that mankind are under, or lia- 


ble to, they behoved to be all equally depraved 


and miſerable, till, by receiving or rejecting the 


grace of God, 
worſe; but this by no means appears to be the 


their ſtate become better or 


cale ; either as to deprayity and miſery, or if 


a difference as to the ſirſt is very evident, a 
Witer ence as to the laſt is ſtill more evident. 
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68 Ofibe Pre-exiſtence 
All theſe difficulties might be removed, by 
receiving the doctrine of the pre-exiſtence of 
fouls; for we ſhould not then be under the ne. 
ceſſity to ſuppoſe, that the evil propenſities that 
-prove ſometimes too ſtrong for the beſt educa. 
tion and example to overcome, which even re. 
fiſts the Spirit of God and abuſes his grace, ori. 
ginate from the forming hand of God, but 
from a depravity contracted in a former ſtate, 
Neither would we be obliged to ſuppoſe that 
the depravity and conſequent miſery that all 
the children of men are more or leſs involved 
in, before their own actions in this world could 
| procure ſuch a ſtate, is owing wholly to an of. 
' fence in which they had no hand; but that it 
is owing primarily and chiefly, to a miſconduct 
of their own in a pre-exiſtent ſtate ; and this, 
hypotheſis might alſo account for all the differ. 
ent degrees of.depravity that appear among the 
children of men, upon the firſt openings of their 
intelligent and active powers. 8 
The doctrine of the pre- exiſtence of ſouls is 
indeed ſaid to have been condemned by a ge- 
neral council, who were commanded by the 
Emperor Jultinian to do it, about the middle of 
the ſixth century; and among the articles of faith 
that have been framed by the church, that of 
the continued creation of fouls is therefore 
one. But however firmly many may believe 
the doftrine of the continued creation of ſouls, 
upon the pretended infallible deciſion of the 
church of Rome; yet the expreſs teſtimony of 
| .eripture, as well as the general opinion of an. 
tiquity, 


| of Souls. 69 
tiquity is againſt it. For beſides what has 
been taken notice of, the ſcriptures affirm that 
all the ſouls of Jacob's children and grand-chil- 
dren that went down to Egypt with him, came 
out of his lozns ; (Gen. xlvi. 26.) but this could 
not be true if -their ſouls exiſted not till they 
were conceived by. their mothers. It is alſo 
ſaid of Levi, that he was in the loins of Abra- 
ham when he was met by Melchiſedec ( Heb. 
vii. 10.) ſo that he mult have exiſted before he 
was conceived in his mother's womb. It is 
likewiſe affirmed, that in fix days the Lord made 
heaven and earth, the ſea, and all that in them 
is, (Exod. xx. 11.) which would likewiſe be 
falſe, if all the ſouls of Adam's poſterity that are 
or have been on the earth have been created 
ſince. Here we have the concurrence of three 


teſtimonies, in favour of the exiſtence of the 
ſoul before the body is formed in the womb, 


any one of which is ſurely of more authority 
than the deciſion of any general council of men 
endued with no extraordinary inſpiration; how 
ſtrange is it then, that the deciſion of all the 
three, with a great deal of other concurring 
evidence, ſhould be reverſed by any who ac- 
knowledge the divine authority of the ſcriptures; 
and ſtranger ſtill, that Proteſtants, upon the au- 
thority of a church, which they maintain has 
corrupted the doctrines and ordinances of the 
goſpel, ſhould reject a doctrine fo clearly held 
in ſcripture; and by all antiquity. See more 
on this ſubje&, in A Diſcourſe on Religion ad- 
dreſſed by the author to all his children * 
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his death. Edindyrgh printed 1762, Page 85 
121. Lv 

It will perhaps be alledged that one of the 
above teſtimonies is as much againſt the, exilt- 
,ence of ſouls. before the formation of Adam, 
as their being created after the formation of 
their bodies; for ſince the creation of all things 
is confined to the fix days, they could have no 
exiſtence in any ſtate. before theie days began, 
In anſwer to this it may be obſerved, 

Firſt, that Adam was not formed till the laſt 
of the ſix days; and if the creation of the hea- 
vens and the earth, mentioned Gen. i. 1. be 
included in the firſt of theſe days, all intelligent 
beings might be created in the beginning of 
that day, after the creation of the heavens and 
the earth, and ſome of them might ſin on that, 
or ſome of the ſucceeding days, bclore the ſor- 
mation of Adam. It is certain that the angels 
who ſinned by not keeping their firlt eſtate, 
mentioned by Peter and Jude, muſt have ſin- 
.ned after they were created ; and it is more 
than probable they ſinned beiore the ſerpent be- 
guild Eve. If therefore they were created 
Within the ſpace oi the fix days, they behove to 
have finned within that time allo; and why 
might not human ſpirits, through their LANE 
tion, or otherwiſe, ſin in the ſame time allo, be- 
Tore Adam was formed of the duſt of the 
ground? But. 

Second, If the fix days only relate to the 
bringing of this carth, or the ſolar ſyſtem, from 
a chaos to a ſtate of order, and conſtituting che 

forms 


forms of all the animals and vegetables that 


were to live or grow upon the earth; then the 
beginning, in which God is ſaid to have created 


the heavens and the earth, may refer to a more 


diſtant point of duration. This idea ſeems to 
be favoured by the different words uſed by Mo- 
ſes, Gen. i. 1. and Exod. xx. 11. In the firſt * 
he uſes the word 872 which generally ſignifies, 
to create, or bring into exiſtence what did not 
exiſt before, though it ſometimes ſignifies to 
form anew of pre. exiſtent matter; but in the 
laſt he uſes the word, ² which ſignifies © to 
cauſe a thing to exiſt in a form or condition 
different from what it was in before.” When 
Moles relates God's reſting from all his work 
on the ſeventh day, Gen. ii. 3. he uſes the ſame 
word that he uſes for the works from which men 
are to reſt, Exod. xx. 9, 10. from which it 
would alſo ſeem moſt native to conclude, that 
the works which God was employed in du- 
ring the ſix days, and from which he reſted 
on the ſeventh, was the arranging and conſti- 
tuting all the various parts of this ſyſtem, for 
the production of whatever has been, or will be 
produced therein. Dr Prieſtley fays, (Di/q. 
on Matter and Spirit, p. 200, 2d edition,) That 
excellent philoſopher, Mr Bonnet, ſuppoſes 
* (and advances a variety of arguments from 
* new and curious experiments on the repro- 


- © duction of the parts of animals to prove) that 


* all the germs of future plants, organical bodies 
of all kinds, and the reproducible parts of 
* them, were really contained in the firſt germ l 
\ & 
. an 
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and though the conſideration confounds u 
when we contemplate it, we are not more 
.confounded than in the contemplation of 
other views of the ſyſtem of which we make 
a part, and the thing is no more incompa- 
tible with our idea of its author. Thoſe who 
laugh at the mere mention of ſuch a thing, 
have certainly a {mall ſhare of natural Science, 
which. indeed N accompanies . Conceit 
© and dogmatiſm,” With this the accountthat 
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Jlack 
Moſes gives of the generation of the heaven; f T 
and the earth ſeems perfectly to agree, for he ſcrip 
informs us that the Lord God made not only but 
the heavens and the earth, but allo every plaut I and 
before it was in the eth. Cen, ii. 3. 17 
Where then will be the impropriety of * ſup- 6 
poling, that when God firſt created the hea - a! 
vens and the earth in fie beginning, all was re- wor 
-gular and glorious 1 in the material; and all was tim 
light and love in the moral ſyſtem, and that the! 
this ſtate of glory and happineſs comnued ren 
_ through the whole creation, till a de efection took I 41 
plage among ſome of the intelligent creatures? IM þ; 
What the particular circumſtances. of intelligent the 
creatures were in this primitive ſtate, or how thy; 
long: it continued, we are not informed by the n: 
ſcriptures. of truth; but as theſe ſcriptures in- f 


form us that . 55 net the -auther of confuſion, 
(1 Cor. xiv. 33.) that he 55 light, and in him is 20 
;ferineſs at all, (1 Jen i. 5. we have every 
realon to conclude that a confuſed and dark 
chaos could not be the ſtate of this world 
when it came firit from the forming hand of 

that 
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that all perfect BEING: It appears therefore to 
be a neceſfary conſequence from the perfections 
of God, and his works, that whether the dura- 
tion of the primitiye ſtate! was long or ſhort; 
it was not till the fin took place, that the earth 
m became without form, and void; as Gen, 
j. 2. The Hebrew word which is rendered war 
in the Englith tranſlation, is in the ſame tran- 
lation often rendered became, ſee among other 
places, Iſa. i. 21, 22. Lam. i. 1. ; 

There appears therefore to be nothing in the 
ſcriptures againit the pre-exiſtence of ſouls, 
but ſeveral things appear to be for this opinion, 
and if, as Dr Prieſtley fays, All the germs of 
future plants, and organical bodies of all kinds, 
* were really contained in the firſt ;* might not 
all human ſouls that were to be born into the 
world be united to their reſpective bodies at the 
time their bodies were thus formed, and with 
their bodies be contained in their reſpective pa- 
rents, and all in the firſt man. Thoſe who 
would deny their pre- exiſtence becauſe they 
have no remembrance of it, may as well deny 
they had any exiſtence till they were two or 
turee years old, for the generality of mankind 
mind as little of their living in their mother's 
womb, and for two or three years aftcr they 
were born, as they do of their living before the 
earth became without form, and void. 

Some will perhaps be ſtartled at the doc- 
trine of the pre-exiſtence of ſouls, from the 
many abſurdities that the heathens connected 


therewith ; but they might for the ſame rea- 


ſon, 


4 oh 


ſon, be ſtartled at che belief of the creation, 
ſince the heathens connected as 
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great, if not 


greater abſurdities with their account of the 
creation, than they do with their account of the 


pre- exiſtence of ſouls. 


A very pious and ſenſible writer, treating on 


the pre-exiſtence of ſouls, ſays, (A Diſcourſe up- 
hon Neat, p- 93.) We ſhall ſuppoſe a cer- 
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© tain number of angelic ſpirits fallen, or ra- 


ther falling, from the innocent righteous ſtate 
in which they were created, and that, to pre- 
vent their total ruin, God ſees it neceſſary or 
fit to leſſen their natural activity, and to blunt 
the edge of their appetites, that their bent to 


evil may not act with all its force; and as he 


has it likewiſe in view to purity them from 
the corruption of ſin, and then to reſtore them 
to the full poſſeſſion of that happineſs from 
which they 1 — fallen, this degree of {tupifi- 
cation I cannot find a properer word; muſt 


be brought upon them, not by a change on 


their ſpiritual nature, or by imparing its facul- 
ties, but by ſuch a way as will only hinder 


. thoſe faculties for a time from acting with 


their natural vigour. How this might be et- 
fectuated, we know by experience, as I have 
obſerved elſewhere ; it was but giving them 
vehicles or bodies more or leſs ſubtile, and, 
without any change in the ſpiritual frame, 
their vivacity could be brought ſo low as to 
correſpond with whatever methods of purif- 
cation or trial infinite wiſdom had appointed. 


© And if it was the will of God that theſe ſpi- 


© rits 
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Ne a primitive Lapſe. W 95 
© rits ſhould pals into this new ſtate from one 
© of ſilence, or abſolute inactivity, without any 
© remembrance of former things, it was but ſo 
„ falhioning the bodies they were to inhabit, 
that an evolution of the parts and organs 
ſnould be neceſſary; and if this evolution of 
parts depended upon the concurrence of cer. 
tain circumſtances, and theſe upon the divine 
will, it is plain that a ſtate of ſilence or inac- 
tivity might continue ſhort or long, ages, or 
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minutes only; and that of action and ſenſibi- 
lity which was to follow, might be brought 
to perfection all at once, or by flow degrees, 
s as infinite wiſdom {ſhould determine. Nor 
* 18 it leſs evident, that one only might be 
brought upon the ſtage at firſt, and be made, 
* as it were, a Channel through which all the reſt 
* mult paſs to this new ſtate of purification and 
« trial, who being already lodged in their reſ- 
* peCtive bodies, might be contained in one ano- 
ther, and all in the perſon of this one, and ſo 
remain in a ſtate of ſilence and inaQtivity, till 
called to action, each in his own time, by a 
C 

« 


h concurrence of theſe circumſtances appointed 

f. by God for operating that evolution of the 

le bodily parts, which putting an end to the for- 

1 mer ſtate of ſilence, gives a beginning to 
7 


what we call fe. 

* Here now 1s a natural enough account of 

the generation of men; may 1 not ſay phi- 

loſophical too? That ſpirits may be confined 

to certain portions of matter, will be denied 

only by one {et of people, thoſe I mean who 
G deny 


1 A & 


n 
deny there is ſuch a thing as ſpirit.— 
If the doctrine of the pre- exiſtence of ſouls 
be not true, as the laſt· quoted author obſerves, 
the belief of it is at leaſt harmleſs, ſince our 
Lord ſhewed no oppoſition to it in his own dif. 
ciples : But if it be true, Dr Prieſtley's ſcheme 
muſt be falſe, and allowed to be ſo, by his own 
confeſſion, without further reaſoning. Every 
perſon may receive or reject it as they ſhall ſee 
cauſe upon examination; for though, among 
other things, it may be of ſpecial ſervice to ſup- 
port the doctrine of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt ; 
| yet his exiſtence before all things, and that by 
im all things conſiſt, is abundantly evident, in- 
dependent of its ſupport. | „ 
But Dr Prieſtley argues, that, to aſcribe the 
creation and preſervation of the univerſe to 
Chriſt, is to give him ſo much power, and 
£ fo extenſive an agency, that the Supreme Fa- 
ther would not have been miſled, if, after the 
production of ſuch a Son, he had himſelf 
either remained an inactive ſpectator in the 
< univerſe, or even retired out of exiſtence. 
For why (ſays he) might not the power of 
« ſelf-exiſtence be imported to another as well as 
that of creating out of nothing.“ 
Opin.-Vol. II. p. 77.) This appears to be a moſt 
groſs miſrepreſentation of God the Father, and 
the agency of Chriſt. The ſcriptures inform us 
that God is light, and that he is the Father of 
lights. A very ſmall degree of philoſophy may 
convince any perſon, that no light can exiſt in 
ſeparation from its fountain; it ſeems therefore 
| 8 aboks OR 


(Hit. of 


* 


the ſun, exiſting in a mirror when the ſun is 
withdrawn, as that of the exiſtence of the Son 
of God, upon the Father”s retiring out of ex- 
iſtence.” The analogy is infinitely diſpropor- 
tionate, but is perhaps the beſt we are acquaint- 
ed with, to illuſtrate the impropriety of ſuch 
an unbecoming expreſſion. But, as he ſuppoſes, 
the agency of Chriſt, if admitted in the firſt 
creation, would Exchade that of the Father; 
muſt he not ſuppoſe the Father's agency equal- 
ly excluded by that of Chriſt, in the new crea- 
tion? And as in the one caſe he thinks there 
would be no occaſion for God the Father in the 
ſyſtem of nature, muſt he not in the other, ſup- 


pole there is as little occaſion for him in the ſyſ- 


tem of grace. Thisrepreſentationwhich Dr Prieit- 


ley gives of the agency of the Father and the Som, 
if it be not groſsly impious, is very unſeriptural, 

tor he repreſents the agency of t 
the Son as lo ſeparate, that the one mult ſet a- 
hde the other; whereas the ſcriptures repre- 
ſent them ſo united, that the one never operates 


in the ſyſtem of nature or grace About the o- 


ther. Hence, ſays our Lord, 
worketh hitherto, and I work :? 
Paul ſays, * God the Father created all things 
by Jeſus Chriſt. 

pr Prieſtley likewiſe argues, that thoſe who 
aſcribe the creation of all things to Jeſus Chriſt 
are guilty of polytheiſm and idolatry ; for, ſays 


* My Father 


he, (Ibid. 74.) © It greatneſs of power be 4 


* toundation to apply the title of God, * who 
G 2 bdeliexe 


7 the Father and the gn. 77 


to be as eaſy to unite the idea of the image of | 


Father and 


and the apoſtle _ 


4 . 
_— Ya 
e PEI 


x WH a > 
he 


"I 4 34 * — 
* 22 "It, very PET, * — $i 
4 bo Me gs » "ww 


— 6 LY «4 A ” #.- 4 * 1 % 2 4 . "(2 2 8 4 6 % P z * 2 15 - a" LY » os q 
| * . — ung / n * 6 DES c , TOO WW * 9 1 
= - ' 5 ug » 4 . . 1 wy 4+ K 41 7. 1 Cams a -_ * n \ 1 2 * . 18 5 pe 
R x 4 +? | - .. or IS =o Vp Sn TRAOT 2" OH 3 IS Wa ED df — - by 
- - 


a” 
R455 


* * *% LL, # +4 
£2.44 5+ 


- TW 7 _- SE 


Ry TY | | Of the name God... 
believe that Chriſt abate the nn and Ro 


Chriſt, 


3 * "=, 
Ew On Go, 


543 %Y 
3 4 


on — 


_— 
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© he conſtantly preſerves and governs it, muſt 

* certainly conſider him as enjoying, a very 
high rank in the ſcale of divinity.,——And 
fo hot certainly ought;. but he ought to. be 
honoured in this character, from another conſi- 
deration, than ſimply the poſſeſſion of power? 
for a perſon may. poſfeſs a very great power, 


and have the title God applied to him, and yet 


have no claim to honour. Satan is generally 
ſuppoſed to. poſſeſs a very great power, and the 
apoſtle Paul calls him the god of this, world; 

but neither the power he poſſeſſes, nor this title, 
gives him any claim to honour. But the power 
which Jeſus Chriſt poſſeſſes, intitles him both to 
the name and honour of a God; for the ſcrip- 
tures inform us that his name ſhall be called 
mile. Mighty. God ( Iſaiah ix. 6.) and that all 
men ſhow honoug the Son even as they honour the 
Tauber. ( Jobn v. 2 5.) There is, therefore, 
ſurely no criminal polytheiſin, in applying to 


Chriſt, the title God; nor is there any idolatry 


in honouring Chriſt even as we honour the Fa- 


ther. But though there can be no criminality. 


in applying a title and giving an honour- to 
which the ſcriptures expreſsly declare 
belong to him; yet we may ert as to the idea 


we afhx to that title, and the opinion we enter- 


tain about the nature and foundation of that 
honour. 


There 1s ſcarce any word with which we are 


more familiarly acquainted, as to its uſe, than the 


word God; and yet there is none, the meaning 


re 
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of which, (in general,) ſeems to be leſs under- 

ſtood. It ſeems to be very generally conſider- 

ed as an abſolute name, expreſlive of the infinite 

and felf-exiſtence of the Moſt High; and there- 

fore incommunicable, or incapable of being ap- 

plied to any except the infinite ſelf-exiſtent 

Being: Theſe ideas, however, are very incon- 

ſiſtent with the ſcripture uſe and application of 
this name. For in the ſcriptures it is uſed not 
as an abſolute, but as a relative name, fuch as, 
his God, thy God, my God, the God of Iſrael, 
and the God of the whole earth; which plain- 
ly ſhews: that it is a relative, not an abſolute 
name, or that it expreſſes ſome relation the Moſt 
High ſuſtains to thoſe whoſe God he is, and 
not ſimply his abſolute exiſtence. The ſcrip- 
tures alſo apply this name to inferior beings, 
even to beings who are the workmanſhip of the 
Moſt High God, and of Jeſus Chriſt his only- 
begotten Son; for it is applied to angels &, Pal. 
683 xcvii. 


— 


* That Pfalm xcvii. 7. refers to angels, is very 
plain from Heb. i. 6. where the words of the Pſalmiſt, 
* Worſhip him, all ye gods, are rendered, Let all 
the angels of God worthip him.” And that Pſalm 
IxxXii. 1. b. refers to men, is plain from the ſcope of 
the Pſalm, where thoſe called Gods are complained of 
for judging unjuſtly, and are required to do juſtice to 
the afflicted ; they are alſo declared to be mortal as 97 
other men, verſe 7. The name God is applied to -= 
Moſes by Jehovah himſelf, Exod. vii. 1. and to the | 1 
Judges of Iſrael, Exod. xxi. 6. and xxii. 9, where the 5 
word tranſlated Judges, is 27128 Gods. 


— 


A Of the name God. 


xcvii. v. and to men, Pfal- braxii. 1, 6. Our 
Lord alſo ſays, John x. 35. He called them 
gods unto whom the word of God came, and 
the ſcriptures cannot be broken.“ The mean- 
ing of this laſt 
de, that what the ſcriptures ſay cannot be ge- 
nied, or chat they make no miſapplication of 
names. But then the queſtion is, What is 
meant by the name God? When we ſay of the 
Moſt High, he is our Lord; we generalhy join 
the idea of his diminion over us, with that ex- 
preſſion. When we ſay he is our Judge, or 
our Saviour; we mean he will judge or ſave 

But what idea do we athx to the name, 
or airy do we think he will do for us, in con- 
fequence of that relation, when we ſay, he is 


our God? From the manner in which this 


name is applied to the Moſt High, and the ſta- 
tion of thoſe to whom it is applied in a ſubor< 
dinate ſenſe, it ſeems plainly to denote, a ſuper- 
intending, diſpoſing, or influencing power in 
thoſe to whom it is applied. It is plain that 
judges have a ſuperintending power, that they 
do or ought to influence the conduct of others 
by the exerciſe of that power, and that they do 
or ought to make a proper diſpoſition, or ar- 
rangement of things by the adminiſtration of 
their office; and 3 this name may with 
propriety be applied to them, in a ſubordinate 
tenſe. In the fame ſenſe it was applicable to 
Moles alſo, as he was empowered of Jehovah to 
eonducł a ſeries of miracles, by which Pharaoh 
and others. concerned might be influenced to 
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Of the name God. Fr 


ly at laſt with Jehovah's demand, to let 
" people go. This ſenſe or meaning of the 
name God, may be illuſtrated and confirmed 
in ſome degree from its application imperſonal- 
ly, and in a bad ſenſe; as when it is applied to 
the belly, Philip. Ri. 19. and to Satan, 2 Cor. 
iv. . When it is ſaid, of ſenſual men, whoſt 
god ts their belly ; the meaning ſeems to be, that 
their conduct is influenced by ſenſual appetites. 
or that theſe have a diſpoſing power, over their. 
conduct. So alfo when Satan is called the god 
if this wwerld ; it ſeems to denote his inffuence 
on the hearts of men, in diſpoſing them to 
„ theſe irregularities, and that wickedneſs which 
1« BD prevail in the world, and denominate the works 
is thereof to be evil. May we not then, from the 
is ſcripture uſe and application of the name God, 
a- venture to affix ſome ſuch idea or meaning 
r< to it as the following? Namely, he who ſu- 
r= perintends, influences, and diſpoſes of us and 
in our concerns, as is moſt for his glory and our 
at good. According to this idea, they ſurely are 
ey I « bleed people whoſe God it Fehovah'; and all 
1s ho believe and obey him as their God, may be 
do aflured that he will perfect what eoncerns them. 
r- This name then belongs to the Father in the 
of bigbeſt ſenſe; and fo he is called in ſeripture 
th I r rb The MosT Hicn Gop. It belongs 
ue de jelus Chriſt, in an inferior, though in a very 
to high ſenſe alſo ; hence he is called the Ma v 
to | MicurTyY Gop; and, as has been obſerved, 
ol the name ged is applied allo both to angels and: | 
to men; but in a ſenſe {till more Os n 
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_ Of the name God. 

that in which it is applied to Chriſt. If there. 
fore the power that lays a foundation for this 
title could be delineated on a ſcale, as Dr Prieſt. 
ley's expreſſion would” ſuppoſe, Jeſus Chriſt 
would ſurely enjoy a very high rank in that 
ſcale. But as al this power is derived from 
te Father, the title, founded on a derived pow. 
er, could never, ſo far as we know, be the ſame 
in all reſpects with that which is founded on a 
power that is altogether underiyed. The name, 
or title, God, being applied to Chriſt, does not 
therefore denominate him to be the ſame being 
with the Father, nor .is the application thereof 
to the Father in an excluſive manner in the 
leaſt injured thereby, any more than the Fa- 
ther's excluſive title of Saviour is injured by 
the ſame title being applied to Chriſt. For 
Jehovah has as expreſsly ſaid, Ifa. xliii. 11, 
© Beſides me there is no Saviour ;* ſo again he 


ſays, Hoſ. xiii. 4. There is no Saviour beſides 


me ;* as lia. xliv. 6. Belides me there is no 
God.” It is very plain from ſcripture, that 
though the title Saviour be claimed in an ex- 
cluſive manner by the Father, yet it is applied 
alſo to Jeſus Chriſt as a diſtin& perſon, and 
even to men, by whom God ſometimes deliver- 
ed his people; Neh. ix. 27. And it is as plain 
that the title God is applied in the ſame man- 
ner, from the inſtances that have been taken 
notice of. There is, therefore, no foundation 
for what Dr Prieſtley and Mr Lindley ſay, con- 
cerning the application of this title to the Lo- 
gos, or Word, John i. 1, being a proof that the 

| Logos 
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Logos there mentioned, is not a diſtinct perſon 
from the Father. It might alſo be obſerved, 
that the manner in which this title is applied 
to the Logos, or Word, John i. 1. plainly in- 


timates a perſonal diſtinction between the Word, 


and the God with whom the Word was in the 
beginning. Beſides what was obſerved before, 
it might be added here, that the Greck article 
being uſed with the word Te ©: God when 
plied to the Father, and omitted when the word 
is; God is applied to the Ward, doth alfo point 
out a perſonal diſtinction with: additional evi. 
70 Mr Lindley ſays, that this was an ar- 
gument by which the primitive Fathers, ſuch 
as Origin, &c. did prove that Chritt was God, 
though in an inferior ſenſe: But, ſays he, the 
© criticum is more ingenious than ſolid. For 
although the article i, is oftentimes empha- 


* tical, it is likewiſe oftentimes inſerted indif- 


L ferently, without any ſtreſs being laid upon 
© it.” (Seq. p. 198.) 

Now, allowing it to be, as he ſays, oftentimes 
uſed indifferently; yet if it be alſo uſed empha- 
tically, as he ſays it is, have we not good rea- 
or: to think it is uſed emphatically in this cafe, 
when in the ſame verſe it is uſed with the name 


Oe God when applied to the Father, and omit- 
ted when the fame name Oe Ga, is applied to 


the Son. It is evident, however, that thaugh 


the article may be uſed or omitted indifferent- 


Iv when there is no differeneè or diſtinction to 
be made between the name or:thing with which: 


it is uſed and any other name or thing; yet 
when 
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84 + Of the' Greek Article." 
when any compariſon, or diſtinction is to be 
made between the perſons or things ' expreſs- 
ed by the ſame name, it is uſed or omitted by 
the Frere writers with great preciſion. A few 
inſtances may be ſufficient to illuſtrate and con- 
firm this obſervation. Thus, when the king 
of Aſſyria and the captain of his army had re. 
page the God of Iſrael, by repreſenting 

im as on a level with the gods of the nations; 
Hezekiah addreſſes a mich pathetic prayer to 

Jehovah, and calls him? © the God of ffrael 
And again he ſays, Thou alone art 5 ©to the God 
in all the earth. (2 Kings xix. 15.) So like- 
wiſe, when Elijah put the queſtion to the peo- 
ple, how long they would halt between two o- 


pinions,—the article is uſed when the true God 


1s named, and omitted when this name 1s ap- 
_ plied to falſe ones; and alſo when the name is 
mentioned indeterminately, ( 1 Kings xviii. 24 ). 
And call ye on the name of your Sr gods, and 
I will call on the name of the Lord my 2 5 
Gad, and avroc Secs the ſame God ; whoſoever 
© ſhall anſwer by fire, he ſhall be ô Oro the 
God.“ (ver. 27). Elijah mocked them, and 
© ſaid, lle is 5: a God.“ (ver. 36). Eli. 
jah the prophet came near him and ſaid, 0 
Lord ò Oro, the God of Abraham,—thou Lord 
6 art 5 Otec the God of Iſrael.“ (ver. 30). And 
© when all the people ſaw it, they fell on their 


© faces and ſaid, The Lord, he is © Otec the GO 


© the Lord he is 6 Otoc the God.” On the other 
hand, when the name is applied in an inferior 
ſenſe, in diſtindtion from Jehovab, it is uſed 

without 


Oy the Greek Article. 


aid, I ami Seer & Cod; I fit in the feat of Site's 
God. Vet thou art a man, and not Sec a God, 


tho? thou ſet thine heart as the heart $:v of a God. 


But when this name is applied to Jehovah in 
the 13, 16, and 26th verſes, the article is uſed ; 
which ſhews the attention paid to the article 
by thoſe who tranſlated the 'Hebrew ſcriptures 
into Greek. Let us next ſee how it is uſed by 
the inſpired writers of the New Teſtament. 
The apoſtle Paul having occaſion to apply this 
name to another than the true God in his ſe- 
cond epiſtle to the Theflalonians, he is very 
particular, by the uſe or omiſſion of the article, 


to mark the diſtinction. (2 The. ii. 4.) Who 
oppoſeth and exalteth himſelf above all that is 
called S“ a God, — ſo that he as Se a God ſit- 


teth in the temple » Sis. of the God (Moſt 


High), ſhewing himſelf that he is Sex a God.“ 


When the name God is uſed indefinitely it al- 
ſo wants the article, (Heb. viii. 10.) And I 


will be unto them See, a God.“ When therefore 


this name is applied to Chriſt in ſuch a man- 
ner, as, without ſome mark of diſtinction, per- 


ſons might take it in the ſame ſenſe as when ap- 


plied to the Father; have we not Treaſon to 


think, in that caſe, that the omiſſion of it, wen 


applied to the Son, and the uſe of it when ap- 
plied to the Father, is intended to mark a diſ- 
tinction? (John x. 


makeit thyſelf Jtec a God.“ ver. 35. He call 


ed them Jtvg Gods to whom the word ve Sou. of 


| the 


| why ; 
without the article. Ezek./xxviii. affords ſuf. - 
ficient examples of this; ver. 2. Thou haſt 
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| ee: ad Whoſe 
are 18 fathers, and of whom as concerning the 
fleſn Chriſt came, who is over all d a'God blef. 
ſed. for ever. Or more literally, 5 0. Nen being 
over all, is Iz a God bleſſed through the ages. 
ver. 6. Not as though the word of u Jen the 
(Mott High) God had taken no effect.“ Hall 
ii. 6.) Who being in the form Se of 4 
thought it no robbery to be as Se a God. 
But made himſelf of no reputation, —— Where. 
fore 5 Nec the (Moſt High) God hath alſo 
highly exalted him.“ And Chrilt fays, (Rev. 
xi. 7. © I will bea God to I to 
him that overcometh. So alſo, ¶ John i. 1. In 
the beginning was the Word, and the Word was 
with 757 dee, the (Moſt Hi oh) God, and the word 
was vir a God. From all Which it appears abun- 
dantly evident, that Origin, Euſebius of Cæſa- 
rea, and all the reſt of the ancient fathers who 


held this opinion, were right in maintaining a 


that the name God is applied to Chriſt, and 
that it is applied to him in an inferior ſenſe to 
that in which it is applied to the Father. And 
hence it is evident, that thoſe who apply the 
name Gad to Chriſt, are chargeable with no 
polytheiſm that can incur guilt; while they 


conſider the Father as the Moſt High God, and 


the Son as made God and Lord, Chriſt and. 


king, by the Father's appointment. 


Suppoſe a great monarch ſhould appoint a 


viceroy to manage all the affairs, of his king- 

dom, and give public 'intimation thereof to all 

his — would he think himſelf 2 
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e ed, or would his ſubjeQs incur guilt, by hon- 
e I ouring the perſon thus appointed as a vice-roy 
. or deputy king? So far from this, that every 
+ MF honour given to this deputy king would be an 
„ BK honour given to the king who appointed him; 
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and if he had ſuſſicient abilities, and was faith- 
ful to his truſt, they could not exceed in their 
honour and obedience, ſo as to hurt either the 
honour or intereſt of the king by whom he was 
appointed. But if they ſhould honour, obey, 
or aſſiſt any perſon ſetting up for an indepen- 
dent power, however ſmall a part of the king- 
dom he might claim as his terntory, they 
would then be conſidered as guilty of diſhonour- 
ing, injuring, and rebelling againſt the king. 
All honour or 'worſhip given to men living 
ox dead, to angels good or bad, becauſe of any 
power real or ſuppoſed, which they have not 
by God's appointment, by which they have the 
management, or can influence the affairs of the 
world, whether in a greater or leſſer degree, 
malt involve the perſons who do fo, in the 
guilt of polytheiſm and idolatry; but to ac- 
knowledge and honour Jeſus Chriſt as a God. 
over all, or as having the management of all 
things committed to him of the Father, and as 
exerting the inſſuence of his adminiſtration 
md. through the whole univerſe, can involve in no 
ſuch guilt; it might as well be alledged that the 
t a Nicknowledgment of à vice-roy is polyarchy, as 
ng- ¶ chat the acknowledgment of, Chriſt as univerſal= 
all I repreſenting. the Father, and as exerting a 


1 
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Preſerving and governing power through the 
whole creation involves in polytheiſm. 

_ Having collected ſuch a number of inſtances 
of the uſe and application of the name or title 
God, as may enable us to affix a ſcriptural and 
rational idea thereto; we may next ſee what in. 
formation the ſcriptures afford us, about the na. 
ture and foundation of the honour we ought 
to give to Chriſt Jeſus our Lord. 

That Jeſus Chriſt is to be worſhipped both by 
angels and men is evident from many paſlagez 
of ſcripture. Thus it is faid, Heb. i. 6. When 
he bringeth the firſt-begotten into the world, 
he faith, And let all the angels of God worſhip 
him.“ When the wiſe men of the eaſt ſaw him, 
though a Child, they © fell down and worſhip. 
ped him;* Matth. ii. 11. After his reſurrection, 
the diſciples, © held him by the feet, and wor- 
ſhipped him;* Matth. xxviii. 9. And again, 
ver. 17. When they ſaw him they worſhipped 
bim.“ And, Rev. v. 8. © The four living crea- 
tures, and four-and-twenty elders fell down be- 
fore the Lamb, having every one of them harps, 
and golden vials full of odours,” which are the 
prayers of ſaints.” Here the attendants of the 
throne of God, are repreſented as worſhipping 
the Lamb in a moſt humble and ſolemn man- 
ner, and alſo, as preſenting or pouring out the 
Yrayers of ſaints before him. Agreeable to this 
he was not only worſhipped and prayed to fre. 
quently in the days of his fleſh,” by diſtreſſed 
perſons who were ſenſible of their wants, and 
believed he was able to relieve them; (Se 

among 


. Of rruſting in Chriſt. 
among other places, Matth. viii. 2. and ix. 18. 


and xiv. 33.) and by Stephen, who died * cal- 
ling upon, and ſaying, O Lord Jeſus, receive 


my ſpirit,” Acts vii. 59. but allo by believers 


in general, every where after his aſcenſion into 
heaven. Thus Anamas the diſciple in Damaſ- 
cus, in an addreſs. to feſus Chriſt who had ap- 
peared to him, ſays of Saul, Acts ix. 14. Here 
he hath authority from the chief prieſts to bind 
all that call on thy name.“ And the apoſtle 
Paul mentions it as the general character of the 
ſaints, that 1n © every place they call upon the 
name of Jeſus Chriſt our Lord,“ 1 Cor. i. 2. 
He ſeems to refer to the ſame practice when he 
exhorts Timothy to follow © fighteouſneſs, faith, 
charity, and peace, with them that call on the 
Lord out of a pure heart,” 2 Tim. ii. 22. Thoſe 
who believed the goſpel did alfo truſt in Chriſt; 
for, ſays the apoſtle Paul, 1 Thefl. i. 12, 13. 
* That we ſhould be to the praiſe of his glory 
who firſt truſted in Chriſt. In whom allo ye 
truſted after that ye heard the word of truth, 
the goſpel of your ſalvation.“ And as to him- 
ſelf, he ſays, Phil. it. 19. But 1 truſt in the 
Lord Jeſus, Sc. Our Lord himſelf alſo teaches 
expreſsly, John v. 23. That all men ſhould 
honour the Son even as they honour the Father.“ 
It concerns us therefore, as before hinted, to con- 


ſider the nature and foundation of this honour; 


and the ſcope of our Lord's diſcourſe, when he 


expreſſed theſe words, will be our beſt guide in 


this enquiry. In the verſes immediately pre- 


ceding, we find our Lord affirming to the Jews, 
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ver. 19,23." That the Son can do nothing 
of himſelf, but what he ſeeth the Father do; 

for what thinks ſoever he doth, theſe alto doth 
me Son likewiſe. For the Father lov eth the 
Son, and ſheweth him all things that himſelf 
doth; and he will ſtew him greater works than 
theſ>, that ve may marvel. For as the Father 
raiſeth up the dead and quickeneth them, even 
fo the Son quickeneth whom. he will. For the 
Father judges no man, but hath committed all 
judgment unto the Son; that all men ſhould 
honour the Son even as they honour the Father,” 
In this diſcourſe our Lord aflirms, in the firſt 
place, moſt ſolemnly, with a Perily, verily, that 
the Son can do nothing of himſelf, agreeable: to 
what he ſays, John xiv. 28. My Father is greater 
than I. This honour, therefore, behoves to be 
of an inferiour nature, kind, or degree; to that 
which we owe to the Father ; ; and the founda-. 
tion on which it reſts, is the univerſal agency of 
the Son, and his ſuſtaining, by the Father's ap- 
- pointment, every relation to us, that the Father 
ſuſtains; for, in the ſecond place, he affirms, 
that what things ſoever the Father doth, zheſe 
alſo doth the Son likewiſe. Therefore, as all men 
inould honour the Father as their Creator, ſo 
' ought they to honour the Son as their Creator 
likewiſe; becauſe God the Father created all 
things, and conſequently them alſo, by his Son 


Jeſis Chriſt, As they ſhould honour the Fa- 


ther, as their preſerver, fo oupht they to ho- 
nour the Son as he by whom they are preſerved 
and upheld; for he is * ail hn by the 


word 


eee ee 
word of his power (Heb. i. 3.) As they ſhould 


honour the Father as he who quickeneth all things, 
ſo ought they to honour the Son as the quicken- 
ing Spirit, by whom the Father exerts ins quick-- 
ening power. As they ſhould honour the Fa- 


ther as the judge of all, ſo ought they to honour: 
the Son as the judge of the quick and the dead ;: 


(Acts x. 42.) for the Father hath committed 


all judgment unto the Son, and hath appointed: 
a day in the which he will judge the world by 
him (Acts xvii. 31.) In a word, as all men 


ſnould honour the Father, for all his excellent 


glory and amiable perfections; ſo all men ſhould. 


honour the Son: likewiſe, as he by whom that 


glory and theſe perfections are manifeſted. And 
here it might be obſerved, that the works which 


the Father doth and the Son doth likewiſe, and 


which are aſſigned by our. Lord as the reaſon: 


for which all men ſhould honour the Son even 


as they. honour the Father; muſt be works that: 
relate equally. to alt men ;. but. this is not the 


caſe as to the new. creation, and the ſpecial | 


things connected therewith ;. and therefore the 
firſt creation, and things of a general nature 
behoves to be meant: For, inſtead of all men, 
none: could honour the Son as they. honour the 
Father, if they were to honour the Son only as- 
the author of the new creation; ſince they muſt. 


certainly honour the Father as the author of the 


firſt creation as well as of the new. Upon the 
whole, the honour which all men owe to Jefus 
Chriſt reſts not only on the greatneſs of the 
power which he poſſeſſes, but alſo on this power 
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being received from the Father, and TEES in 
obedience to his will; or, which is the ſame 


thing, for the accompliſhing the gracious pur. 
po: of the good pleaſure of his will. 


And our 
ord not only teaches expreſsly that all men 


ſhould honour the Son as they honour the Fa. 


ther, but adds in the ſame verſe, * He that ho- 


noureth not the Son; honoureth not the Father 
which ſent him.“ As it would be a very impro- 


per manner of honouring an earthly prince, to 


diſhonour his meſſenger, not to ſay his Son; it 
muſt ſurely be much more improper to diſho- 


nour the Son of God, under a profeſſion of ho- 


nouring his God and- Father. 
We are alſo taught, that no man hath ſeen 


God at any time,” but that © the only begotten 


Son who, being in the boſom of the Father, he 
hath declared him. From which, as well as 
from other evidence, it appears, that all the re: 


velation that God hath given of his Being and 


Perfections by the exertions of power, in the 
ſyſtems of nature and grace, has been by Jeſus 
Chriſt ; and to deny Chriſt the honour of this, 

will therefore be doing no honour to the 


Father. 


But Dr. Prieftly ſays, © We are led to the 
© idea of God by enquiring into the cauſe of 
© what we ſee; and the being which is able to 


produce all we ſee, or know, we call God. 


* We'cannot, by the light of nature, go any 
further, ( Hiſt. of Opin. Vol. 2. p. 77.) The 
light of nature is rather a doubtful term. If by 


the light of nature be meant a light that is na- 


tural 


„ 
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tural to man independent of all teaching or con. 
verſe with others, it may be doubted if it will 
lead us much further in the knowledge either 
of God or of ourſelves than it does the brute 
creation. 


meant that light which is' conveyed to a per- 
ſon's mind by common inſtruction and con- 


verſe with others, it will juſt lead him as far 


as his perceptive and rational powers can per- 
ceive and reaſon upon what he is taught or 
hears from thoſe with whom he converſes. Or, 
if by the light of nature be meant that know- 


ledge which is obtained by philoſophical expe- 


riments and reaſoning from effects to caules, 
it may be very much doubted if this will lead 
any further than to natural cauſes, or what are 
called the /aws of nature. I ſuppoſe, there has 
never been any experiment maCe, by which-it 
can be demonſtrated that this ſyſtem once had 
no exiſtence, or that it will ever ceaſe to exiſt. 
And if fo, the light of nature and philoſophy 


cannot diſcover this ſyſtem to be a cauſed thing, 


conſequently can lead to no diſcovery of a cauſe 
of its exiſtence, either prior or ſuperior to its 
own powers, or what are called the laws of na- 
ture. It is not therefore from the light of na- 
ture, or through philoſophical diſcoveries, but 
it is through faith,” that we underſtand the 


worlds were framed by the word of God, ſo 
that things which are feen, were not made of 
things which do appear. 


But as Dr Prieſtley enden to extenuate 
the glory and power of Chriſt, in denying his 
_ 


But if by the light of nature be 
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94 D created Nature. 
early exiſtence, as the fr/i-born of every creature, 


and his univerſal power, as the image of the in. 
viſible God ; ſo he endeavours.to magnify mate. 
rial nature, ſo as, according to his reaſoning, 
there is no occaſion for any other God in the 
univerſe. He has publiſned it to the world ag 
his opinion, if I miſtake not, that the ſyſtem of 
nature never had a beginning, becauſe he thinks 
God never was inactrve; and that it is infinite 
in extent, becauſe he thinks God is active every 
where. He likewiſe holds, that every atom or 
particle of matter poſſeſſes the powers of attrac- 


tion and repulſion, and that by theſe powers. 


all the ſucceſſive changes, or varied modifica- 
tions of matter, are effected, which we ſee or 
know. Having therefore found, or rather hay- 
mg thought he has found, an infinite and eter- 
nal ſyſtem of matter, poſſeſſing through all its 
parts, ſuch incomprehenſible, powers as are able 
to produce all we /ee or know to be produced, 
muſt he not, according to his own reafoning,, 
call this God? Thoſe who hold material nature 
to be ſuch a great and powerful exiſtence as. 
this, may, very likely, be free from the charge of 
polytheiſm, as it is likely they may neither ſee 


room, nor occaſion for any other God in the 
univerſe ; but however ſuch a blind and power- 
ful exiſtence might anſwer. the character of a. 


God who brings about a train of neceſſary 
events, by an unalterable chain of cauſes and ei- 
fects, without regarding good above evil, any 


more than wet above dry;' it can never an- 


ſwer the character of that God who has * 
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„ ed lümſelf in the feripturet, Who beholds the 
upright witk a-pleafing\countenance, hut i is an- 
ery with the wicked every day, and varies his 
5, dealings with his creatures as their conduct 


ie requires. g 5 f 


| The principles and WOES. of Dr Prieftley 
5 appear to have a ſtrong tendency to exclude any 
other cauſe, or power; before or ſuperior to the 
powers of matter or natural cauſes ; ſince philo« 
"7 WI fophy can reach no higher; and philoſophers ge- 
nerally think, that by theſe they can account 
far all appearances. If atry ſhall alledge that 
natural cauſes ruſt have a cauſe for their ex- 
iltence, another might alledge that the cauſe by 
which they exiſt muſt have a cauſe alſo; reaſon 
would require a cauſe in the one caſe as well as 
in the other, nor could it ever demonſtrate 
„here a cauſe would not be wanted. It is by 
revelation therefore that we know, and it is by 
revelation only that we can know the Being 
and Perfections of the firit Cauſe, who is the 
Moſt High God and Father of all, the inviſible 
God, whom no man hath ſeen at any time, 
whom no man hath ſeen nor can fee. 

But as Dr Prieſtley profeſſes a belief in a 
rſt cauſe diſtinct from the ſyſtem of nature, it 
would be uncharitable, not to allow it to be his 
real ſentiment; however inconſiſtent it may 
ſeem to be with the general tenor of his ſenti- 
ments about the eternity, and infinity of mate: 
rial nature: Yet he is certainly involved in as 
great difficulties, thereby, as any that preſs up- 
en the Athanaſian ſyſtem; and a gloom will 


thereby 
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thereby reſt on his ſcheme of philoſophical ne. 
ceſſity, almoſt, if not altogether as dark, as that 
from which he revolts in the Calviniſtical ſcheme 
of predeſtination. 

Eternal generation is perhaps attended with 
as. great diſfeulties as any thing in the Athana. 
ſian ſcheme of the doctrine of the Trinity; it 
has appeared ſo inconſiſtent in itſelf, and irre. 
concilable with the reſt of that ſcheme, that 
ſome who are zealouſly affected to the doctrine 
of a Trinity of equal perſons in the Deity have 
given it up, both in the church of Scotland and 
among the Baptiſts. Now it is certainly as in- 
conſiſtent to ſuppoſe a created thing to be co-e- 
ternal with its Creator, as it is to ſuppoſe a be. 
gotten perſon to be co-eternal with his father. 
If therefore the act of begetting be neceſlarily 
ſuppoſed as prior to the perſon's being begotten, 
and again the exiſtence of the perſon begetting, 
prior to that act; the ſame priority muſt hold 
as to the act of creation before any thing be 
created, and the exiſtence of the creator before 
the act of creating. Dr Prieſtley wilt ſurely 
have as much oecaſion for my/tery to ſolve this 
difficulty, as his opponents have for the ſolving 
of the other; and he certainly. has no better 
ground than they have to urge his opinion as 2 
matter of faith. But this opinion of eternal 
creation is not only attended with the above and 
other difficulties ; but alſo caſts a very dark 
gloom on his doctrine of philoſophical neceſſity. 
The only gleam of light that appears in his, 
more than appears in the Calviniſtic, which he 

| conſider 
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e. conſiders as a dark and melancholy ſyſtem; is 
at this; he ſuppoſes all will be finally reſtored to 
ne happineſs, whereas the other ſuppoſes the greater 
part predeſtinated to eternal perdition: But 
ith T muſt not this be much darkened, if not totally 
na- MY extinguiſhed, upon the ſuppoſition that thecrea- 
it tures have exiſted eternally? For if an eterni 
paſt has not reſtored them, how ſhall we ſup- 
poſe an eternity to come will have a batter 
effect? | 4 25 
As the idea of created nature being co- eter- 
nal with the Creator is contrary to reaſon, 
ſince we would reaſonably conclude the cauſe 
to precede the effect, ſo the idea of its being 
infinite is contrary to that of its exiſting ſyſte- 
matically ; ſince all ſyſtems, like the ſolar ſyſ- 
tem, muſt be ſpherical, or approach toward 
ſpherical forms. Suppoſing then that infinite 
lpace is full of ſyſtems, and that they are- all 
like the ſolar ſyſtem, there would ſtill be ſpaces 
unoccupied by creatures, or theſe creatures 
would belong to no ſyſtem. For as circles up- 
on a plane muſt have void ſpaces between them, 
ſo muſt ſpheres have void ſpaces between them 
in any extended ſpace, though compacted toge- 
ther in the cloſeſt manner; as theſe ſimple fi- 
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And if there muſt be void ſpaces within the- 
ſpace occupied by theſe ſyſtems bearing a pro- 
portionable magnitude to their ſeveral extents, 
though they ſhould extend through infinite 
ſpace; why may there not be an infinite va- 
cuum, or ſpace, unoccupied by creatures beyond 
all theſe ſyſtems, though their number and mag- 
nitude ſhould be very great? But our thoughts 
are loſt when we attempt to contemplate eter- 
nal duration, and infinite extenſion ; the com- 
prehenſion of theſe is too great for us, we can- 
not, in this ſtate at leaſt, attain thereunto. We 
ought therefore humbly to acquieſce in the tel- 
timony that God has given, concerning himſelf 

| as 


= * 
* « * * 
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zs the ſelf. W Being, who only hath im- 
mortality of himſelf, and who! dwells in light 


inacceſſible and full of glory, whom no man 
hath ſeen or can ſee. Aud concerning Jeſus 
Chriſt as the firſt- born of every creature, by 


whom he created all things, who is therefore 
betore all ane and 12 whom alt things 


conſiſt. 
Dr Prieſtley ſays Senden 1 — En urg- 
©. ed another kind of argument againſt both the 
© divinity and pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, viz. from 
the doctrine of the materialitiꝭ f man, which I 

preſume has been ſufficientiy proved in my 
Dißguiſitiom on Mittter and Spirit, (Hiſt. of 
Opin Vol. 2. p. 84.) As Dr Prieſtley's argu- 
ments for the materiality of man have been 
conſidered, in Obſervations on his Philoſophical 
Necęſſity and Materialiſm, it may only be ob- 
ſerved here, that, to deny tbe exiſtence of a 
ſpirit in man diſtinct from! the body, is contrary 
to the general tenor of {cripture, and the general 
opinion of mankind, 

The diſtinction between the ſpirit and body 
of man is very emphatically ſet forth, Eccl. xii. 
7. Then ſhall the duſt return to the earth as 
it was, and the ſpirit fhall return i unto God 
who gave it.“ Agreeable to this diſtinction, 
the Plalmiſt, in a ſolemn addreſs to God, ſays, 
Pial. xxxi. 5. Into thy hands I commit my 
lpirit.? Our Lord himſelf, Immediately before 
his death, ſaid, Luke xxiii. 46. Father, into 
thy hands I commend my ſpirit And Stephen, 
when ſtoned to death, ſaid, Acts vii. 50. Lord 

1 Jeu, 


P : wh To" * «A p N — pr road bo * F ; a 22 # # a q | 
' 2 * * * — . ; e . > 
> ” . ' —— 7 + 8 8 , F —. r » * 
— 4 > os a == 4 K - 
Py 4 ' , * ? — Ir 1 * 2 17 0 -”, * WW \ _ FRE 
© Ia. now 4 —_— „„ r — * 


— 2 — * 5 * * 
— —— -- oy E. * — — 


r 


2 « LEA 8 | 
IS ITE CEA Wo 


5 Ws 
SE Ne e 
F > EIT 1 - . 


: 4 —— 
GY by - 
2 
1 * 8 
I 4 B 1 F 


EE a 


"M <7. © 
„ 
— 2 


"Ko * 1 1 £3 
OST I 006 a TER 


"Pp TS 
- 


1 


11 = 5 + 

1 ou 
2.5 4 ld 20 v7 
D 


. mY 2 
. A * 


8 
© n 


8 
323 


** 
r 


. 
oy 3 
8 = * 
— * 


100 Of the E xiſtence of Spirit 


» 
I 
'} 
4 
, 
=. 
{ 


8 
» 
Wu 
V 
* 
=. 
a 
A | 
3 
= 
s 
1 
; | 


Jeſus, receive my ſpirit.” The body is allo 
ſpoken of as the houſe or tabernacle: in which 
the ſoul or ſpirit dwells, ſo the apoſtle Paul ſays, 


2 Cor. iv. 1. We know, that if our earthly 


houſe of this tabernacle were diſſolved, we have 
a building of God, eternal in the heavens, 
'The woſtis Peter alſo ſays, 2 Peter i. 13, 14, 
* Yea, I think it meet as long as I am in this 
tabernacle, to ſtir you up by putting you in re. 
membrance. Knowing that ſhortly J muſt put 
off this my tabernacle.” The apoſtle Paul ſup. 
poles it poſſible ro contemplate divine things 
out of the body, even in this life; for he ſays, 
2 Cor. x1. 1, 2. I will come to viſions and 


revelations.— Whether in the body I cannot 


tell, or whether out of the body I cannot tell. 
And he expreſſes not only a poſſibility, but a 
certain knowledge of the fact, that upon the 


diſſolution of his earthly tabernacle, he would 


be abſent from the body and preſent with the 
Lord, 2 Cor. v. 6, 8. Therefore we are al. 
ways confident, knowing, that whilſt we are at 
home in the body, we are abſent from the 
Lord.—We are confident, I ſay, and willing 
rather to be abſent from the body, and to be 
preſent with the Lord.?“ The viſion which the 
Apoſtle had of the heavenly glory, and the be- 
lief that it was to be enjoyed out of the body, 


ſeems to have made him ardently to deſire the 


diſſolution of the body, that he might enjoy that 
bleſſed viſion, Philip. i. 22, 23. What I ſhall 


chuſe I wot not; for I am in a ſtrait between 


two, 


two, 
Chriſ 
thelel 
for y. 
theſe 
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two, having a deſire to depart, and to be with 


Chriſt, which is far better.“ Ver. 24. Never- - 


theleſs, to abide in the fleth, is more needful 
for you.” It ſeems not very eaſy to reconcile 
theſe and many other paſſages to the fame pur- 
poſe, with the idea of man being wholly mate- 
rial. And it is rather unfavourable to the doc- 
trine of materialiſts, that the Sadducees who 
held the fame doctrine were the greateſt ene- 


mies of the goſpel. Ihe ſacred hiſtorian, in re- 


lating Paul's declaration in oppoſition to them, 
that he was a Phariſee, informs us at the ſame 
time that the Sadducees ſay, There is no re- 
ſurrection, neither angel nor ſpirit ; but the 
Phariſees confeſs both,” Acts xxiii. 8. 

Since therefore the general tenor of ſcripture, 
and the general opinion of mankind, (the Sad- 
ducees among the Jews, and the Epicurean 
among the Gentiles excepted) are againſt the 
doctrine of the materiality of man, arguments 
againit the pre-exiſtence drawn from thence 
ought to have little weight with thoſe who pay 
any regard to the authority of ſcripture, or the 
general opinion of the moſt wiſe and virtuous of 
mankind, 

Dr Lardner, in his letter concerning the 
Logos, appears to have faid as much for the 


Sociman hypotheſes 7.8 both Mr Lindſey and 


Dr Prieſtley, though in fewer words; and as 
it is to the reading of this letter that Dr Prieſt- 
ley aſcribes his converfion to that opinion, ſome 
ot his principal arguments againſt the pre- ex- 
ttence of Chriſt may be conſidered alſo. 
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00 Lardaer's Letter 


Page 2. He ſays, * Whilſt J was favourable Wl cert 
to the ſuppoſition, that the Logos was the thro 
« foul of our Saviour, I was embaraſſed with his 
© a very conſiderable difficulty. For the ſerip- mad 
* tures'do plainly repreſent our bleſſed Saviour, I our 
* exalted to power and glory, as a reward of MM tain 
* his ſufferings here on earth. But I was at a the 
* loſs to conceive, how that high being, the firſt, will 
* and only immediately derived being, by whom deſi 
God made the world, ſhould gain any exalta- Chr 
tion, by receiving after his reſurrection and ceiv 
aſcenſion, a bright reſplendent human body, in 
* and being made king and Lord of all good any 
men in this world, and the Judge of man- in t 
* kind, and, if you pleaſe to add likewiſe, being and 
© made higher than the angels, to whom, ac- 2 
* cording to the fame hypotheſis, he was vaſtly was 
* ſuperior before.” be: 

This difficulty that embaraſſed Dr Lardner, W bod 
ſeems to reſt on two particulars; the firſt, peri 
How the glorious body of Chriſt could be any in 
advantage to him who had exiſted and been ore; 


perfectly happy without a body in his pre-exiſt- ¶ neſs 
ent ſtate ? the ſecond, How being made King tha! 
and Lord of good men, made higher than the the 


angels, and Judge of all mankind, could be a hap 
reward to him who poſſeſſed all that dignity be- cre: 
fore he was humbled ? jud 
him 
With reſpect to the firſt, it may be obſer- 1 

vel, of 
1. That we know not the nature and proper- con 


ties of the glorious body of Chriſt, nor are we 
certain, 


* 1 


= 


Concerning the Logos. 103 . 
le certain, but that he may have always a&ed Y 
Ne through ſome material medium, or body, in all 
th his dealings with men, or diſpoſitions he has 
p- made in the ſyſtem of nature. It appears from 


Ir, our Lord's teſtimony, that when men have ob- 
of tained the reſurrection body, they will be as 
a the angels; from which it would ſeem they 
it, will be as ſpiritual, active, and free from fleſhly 
m FF deſires, as the angels are. And if the body of 


FT. Fw — oO 2 
— 2 k | * of 4 * * — F 


a- Chriſt after his refurreCtion and aſcenſion, re- 1 
ad ceived any modiitcation ſuperior to what it had 1 
y, in the pre- incarnate ſtate, .which it might, for 4 
od any thing we know to the contrary, he might * 
n- in that caſe gain ſomething by the reſurrection 1 
ng and glorification of his body. 9 
c- 2. Suppoſing our Lord had no body till he A 
ly WU was incarnate, it might, for any thing we know, 3 
be an advantage for him to have the glorious # 


+ 
200 


T, body he now poſſeſſes; for though the being, 
t perfection, and happineſs of the Son of God 


» 
* 4 
: bg 
7 
1 
N 
+ 


ny in his pre-incarnate ſtate was inconceivably 2 
en greater, than the being, perfection, and happi- 1 
ſt. WY neſs of any creature, or even all the creatures 1 
Ig that were made, and governed by him ; yet as 1 
he the Father was greater than he, his glory and 
a happineſs muſt ftill have been capable of in- 4 
e · creaſe, and infinite wiſdom could only beſt 6. 

judge how this might be done, with glory to 4 

himſelf, and benefit to the whole: creation. 8 
k But though the glorious body of Chriſt were . 

of no perſonal advantage to himſelf, ſimply 3 
r- conſidered, yet in connection with the other 4 
xe | | | parts 1 
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gether all things in or by Chriſt.” 


Of Dr Lardner's Letter. 


parts of his exaltation, it may conſtitute a part 
of his glory and happineſs, both as ſubſervient 
to the preſent and future adminiſtrations of his 
kingdom, and a conſtant memorial of his dread. 
ful conflict with, and glorious victory over all 
th2 powers of darknefs. 


104 


With reſpect to the ſecond, it may alſo be ob- 


1. That the reward which our Lord pray- 
ed for, upon his finiſhing the work which be- 
longed to his humiliation ſtate, is expreſsly de- 
fined by himſelf, to be © the glory which he 
had with the Father before the world was.” 
Whatever different modification there might 
therefore be, as to the manner in which this 
glory was enjoyed, or manifeſted, it was a glory 
he had enjoyed before. | 

2. His being re-inſtated in that glory may- 
be confidered as a proper reward of his humiha- 
tion; if it was the fulfilment of a promiſe made 
to him on condition of his ſubmitting to that 
humiliation ; and that it was, or ſomething ſi- 
milar, ſo far as we can conceive of ſuch ſublime 
divine tranſactions, the ſcriptures appear to give 
us ſufficient ground to believe. We read, 
CEph. i. 9, 10.) That God the Father pur- 
poſed in himſeif; that in the diſpenſation of 
the fulneſs of the times he might gather to- 
From this 


and other paſſages, it appears, that God the Fa- 
ther, who can deelare the end from the begin- 
ning, made known to his only-begotten Son, 

A | the 


Concerning the Logos. 10 5 


whole plan of creation and redemption; and 
that the whole of the labours, ſufferings, and 
rewards, which belonged to the mediatory of- 
fice were ſet before him. -When therefore the 
Son accepted this office; he engaged to. fulfil all 
the labours, and undergo all the ſufferings that 
were connected with that office, and the Father 
promiſed to beſtow ſuch rewards as were ſuited 


to the ſeveral parts of his doing or ſuffering, at 


ſuch times, and in ſuch a manner, as beſt ſuit- 


ed the accompliſhment of his gracious purpoſe. 
Agreeable to this we are informed, that becauſe 
he fet his love on God, therefore he was with 
him in trouble, and promiſed to deliver and 


honour him, ( P/al. xci. 14. ); becauſe he lo- 
ved righteouſneſs and hated iniquity, therefore 


God, even his God, anointed him with the oil 


of gladneſs above his fellows, (Pſal. xlv. 7.) ; 


and becauſe he humbled himſelf and became 
obedient unto the death, even the death of the 
croſs, therefore God alſo hath highly exalted 
him, (Philip. ii. 8, 9). Upon the whole, there- 
fore, our Lord's being exalted as a reward of his 
humiliation and ſufferings, appears no way 1n- 
conſiſtent with his pre-exiſtent glory, both 
being diſtinct parts of one general plan. 

As to Chriſt being made Lord and King of 
all good men, the Judge of mankind, and high- 
er than the angels, as a reward of his humilia- 
tion and ſufferings, Dr Lardner feems to be 
miſtaken ; for Chriſt was born a king, and be- 
tore his ſufferings were finiſhed, or rather be- 
fore his principal ſufferings began, he aſſerted 
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Dr Lardner's Letter 


his dominion, not only over the Jews or good 
men, but over all things, (Matth. xi. 27. John 
xiii. 3. and xvii. 2.) Wich reſpect to his being 
the judge of mankind, he alſo aſſerted that not 
only the judging of mankind, but all judgment 
was committed to him, and authority given 
him for the execution thereof before the end 
of his humiliation, ¶ Jobn v. 22, 27. The Fa. 
ther judgeth o no one, but hath committed 
all judgment unto the Son. And hath given 
him authority to execute judgment alſo, becauſe 
he is the Son of man.“ And with reſpect to his 
being made higher than the angels, we are in- 
formed, that before he came into the world, he 
was made fo much better than the angels, as 
by inheritance he hath obtained a more excel. 
lent name than they, ( Heb. i. 4.) And hence 
when he was brought into the world in a mot 
low and humble condition, all the angels of 
God were commanded ſtill to worſhip him. 
(Heb. i. 6.) | 

P. 4. Dr Lardner argues againſt the pre-ex- 
iſtence of Chriſt from his being called a Man 
in many places of the Goſpels; but this can be 
no proof againſt the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, 
unleſs it can be proved that God the Father 
could not make his only-begotten Son to par- 
take of fleſh and blood as the children of men 
are partakers thereof. The conſtituent parts of 
man in this life, are an intelligent ſpirit united 
with fleſh and blood; when therefore he thus 
took part of fleſh and blood, he was truly and 
properly a man. And thus made lower * 


106 


— 


the a 


man 
temp 
life; 
for, 
forci! 
in th 
page: 
the p 
preſs 
cinia 
for 
ha- 
it 

* me 
„ing 
all 
(the 
not 
ledg; 
bove 
amp 
form 
The 
there 
Lare 
iſten 
CONC 
lets : 
ful 
Chr. 
prin 
Chr. 


; Concerning the Logos. 167 


| the angels, and brought ſo far toa level with 
man in this fallen ſtate, as to feel the ſorrows, . 
temptations, and trials that affe& men in this 


life; his temptations may be well accounted 


for, and his example may ſtrike us in the moſt 


forcible manner. There is therefore no weight 
in the difficulties which Dr Lardner propoſes, 
pages 6, and 8, in oppoſition to the doctrine of 
the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt. But do they not 
preſs hard on the defence he makes to the So 
cinian ſcheme? When he ſays, p. 10. The 


form of God (Philip. ii. 6.) ſeems to me to 
have been enjoyed by our Lord in this world, 


© it denotes his knowledge of the hearts of 
men, his power of healing diſeaſes, and raiſ- 
ing the dead, and working other miracles, at 
{all times whenever he pleaſed, and all the o- 
ther evidences of his divine miſſion.“ Does. 
not the ſuppoſition of ſuch a degree of know- 


ledge and power as this, ſet Chriſt as much a- 


bove the reach of temptation, and make his ex- 
ample of as little force, as the ſuppoſition of a 
former glory being laid aſide by humiliation ? 
the Socinian hypotheſis, as thus defended, is 
therefore liable to all the objeQtions that Dr 
Lardner brings againſt the doctrine of pre- ex- 
iltence, in the 6, 8, and 10, pages of his letter 
concerning the Logos ; and at the ſame time it 
lets aſide every idea of the free love, wonder- 
ſul condeſcenſion, and tender cgmpaſſhon of 
Chriſt, which the doQrine of the pre- exiſtence, 
primitive glory, and perſonal tranſaction of 
Chriſt with the Father before he entered into a 


{tate 
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108 The Early\ Exiſtence of Chriſt 


ſtate of humiliation, ſets in a clear and ſtriking 
point of view. Pia 


* 


4 The explanation which Dr Lardner gives of the 
$ John i. 1. is in ſubſtance the ſame with thoſe 1 
2 given by Mr Lindſey and Dr Prieſtley, ſo that the 
i: ; —_— obſerved on theirs applies equally pre 
4 to his. | in 
MH Upon the whole, the exiſtence of Jeſus Chrift = 
. before any creature was made, that God the Fa- o. 
. ther created all things by him, and that he up- hor 
* holds and governs all things by him; is moſt ane 
| plain and evident from the teſtimony of ſerip- he 
ture, the general opinion of mankind, particu- qui 
larly the Jews and primitive chriſtians, as might W git 


be more fully ſhown by a collection of theſe tel. 
timonies. Here I ſhall only obſerve, that what 

has been contended for in oppoſition to Dr 

Prieſtley, &c. ſecures the unity, the excluſive in- 
dependence, and abſolute ſupremacy of the 

Moſt High God; and, at the fame time, fecures 

to Jeſus Chriſt, the priority, pre-eminence, and 

delegated dominion, before, above, and over all 

things, in a conſiſtency with the moſt plain and 

literal ſenſe of the ſacred ſcriptures. Whereas 

the doctrine which they contend for, though it 

ſupports the unity of the Father, it deprives the 

Son of that priority, and pre-eminence which 

the ſcriptures aſcribe to him; and inſtead of al- 

lowing an univerſal dominion to Chriſt as the 

ſcriptures aſſert, they contract his dominion in- 

to a very ſmall compaſs. Their opinions being 

thus contrary to the ſcriptures of truth, thoſe 

who defend them are obliged to deny ſome, and 

miſconſtrudt 


% 


agreeable to Scripture, 109 


miſconſtruct other paſſages of ſcripture, as is 
evident from the writings of Dr Prieſtley and o- 
thers. T7 
Therefore, beſides the obſcurity it throws on 
the plan of God's diſpenſations, it appears to be 
pregnant with two great evils, namely, 1. The 
diminiſhing the glory and honour of the Son of 
God, whom he commanded all the angels to 
worſhip, and all men to honour even as they 
honour himſelf : 2. The depreciating the value 
and the importance of the word of God, which 
he hath magnified above all his name, and re- 
quires all men to receive without alteration, ad- 
dition or diminution. r 
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Of Dr'Prieftley's Letters. 


After writing the foregoing pages, Dr Prieſt. MW bas 
ley's Defence of Unitarianiſin for the year U 
1787, containing letters to Dr Geddes, Dr ed. 
Price, and the candidates for orders in the wit 
- (two univerſities, came to my hand; and ns ide 
thoſe addreſſed to Dr Price are chiefly inten- ſwe 
ded to oppoſe the exiſtence of Chriſt be. age 
foxe his incarnation, Ithall make ſome obſer. M 4! 
vations on what he has advanced in theſe let. the 
ters, as his ſtrongeſt reaſons againſt the early KN 
-. exiſtence of Chriſt, and his univerſal know. tha 


loedge and power. TY 


| IS firſt agument ſeems to be founded on Ch. 


an inconſiſtency, he charges Dr Price Spi 


with, and all who hold that God created, the 
and upholds all things by Jeſus Chriſt. This by 


argument he forms thus: © If Chriſt /upports of |: 


* not © exclude him from being the proper ob- 


all things by the word of his power ; be always, whe 

and moſt intimately preſent with us; and led; 

Having all power both in heaven and in earth; Sn 

his poſſeſſing all this by the gift of God,” can- ” 
0 


© je& of our addreſſes. If fo, ſays he, a child Pra) 


© ought never to have recourſe to his own fa- Ne 
ther, but to God only, on whom both himſelf cllec 
© and his father depend.” (Page 37: Letters ti Dr! 
Dr Price.) | upon 
Here it may be obſerved, that this ſimilitude . 7 

c 


1s far from anſwering the caſe it is intended to 
jlluſtrate; for the child ſees his father preſent . 
with him, has ſome notion of the manner 1n 
which his father may anſwer his requeſt, and 


has 


10 Dy Price. 2 111 
has no idea of his father being under any con- 
troul, if he only be willing to give what is aſk- 


ed. Whereas Chriſt is no more viſibly preſent 


with behevers than the Father is; they have no 
idea of the manner in which Chriſt may an- 
ſwer their requeſts, and they know that all the 
agency of Chriſt is exerted in exact correſpon · 
dence to the will of the Father. And as God 
the Father hath allowed us to make our requeſts 
known to him for what we want, and to = 


thanks to him for what we enjoy, we certainly 


ought to make uſe of this privilege : And being 
informed at the ſame time that it is through 
Chriſt we have acceſs to the Father by one 
Spirit, that he is the Way, the Truth, and 
the Life; that no man cometh to the Father but 
by him; that in him all fulneſs dwells, and that 


of his fulnefs we muſt receive every favour ; 


when we pray to God the Father, and acknow- 


ledge Chriſt as the medium of acceſs to, and 
communication from God, we certainly worſhip 


Chriſt as mediator, or give a mediatory worſhip 
to him. And as precepts for, and examples of, 
praying to the Father, abound molt in ſcripture, 
we are certainly very ſafe in being moſt exer- 
cited this way. (See page 88, and 89.) But 
Dr Prieſtley's argument recoils with equal force 
upon himſelf. -- For as he ſays to Dr Price, 


* Admitting the creation of the world by Chriſt, 7 


* Ido not ſee how you can heſitate to admit that 
he upholds all things by the word of his pow- 
er, that he is © the giver of life,“ and that 


by him all things conſiſt ;' and conſequently 
K . 
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112 Of Dr Prieſtley's Letters 


© that he is poſſeſſed of every attribute that is 


© requiſite to. conſtitute. him a proper object of 
religious worſhip, viz, omniſcience, and a 
capacity to ſupply all our wants. He muſt 
be able to hear and anſwer all our prayers.” 
P. 37. Let. So as he admits the new creation to 
be by Jeſus Chriſt, how can he heſitate, that 
Chriſt © upholds all things by the word of his 
power, that he is the giver of life, and by 
him all things conſiſt' in the new creation; 
and conſequently that he is poſſeſſed of every 
attribute that is requiſite to conſtitute him a 
proper object of religious worſhip, viz. a per- 
fect knowledge of the ſpiritual or new nature, 
and all that relates thereto, and a capacity to 
ſupply all wants of that kind. He muſt be able 
to hear and anſwer all our prayers, ſo far, at 
leaſt, as they reſpect religion or the new creation. 

* Accordingly, the propriety and obligation 
of worſhiping Chriſt has been actually felt, 
and acknowledged, (Page 39. Letters to Dr 
Price, c.) by the ancientSocinians ; and it is 
a neceſſary conſequence of their principles, ac- 
cording to Dr Prieſtley's reaſoning, though 
Mr Lindſey blames Socinius for uſing and en- 
joining the practice. $31.98 


If Dr Prieſtley ſhall ſuppoſe, that though all 


things in the new creation were made by Chril, 
yet he has no knowledge of what paſſes in the 
new creation now, nor any concern in their 
management; may not another ſuppoſe, that 
though all things in the natural world were 
made by Chriſt yet he has no knowledge of 


what 


— 


AC | "FP | 2 
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what paſſes in the world now, nor any con- 
cern in the management of what may be called 
natural things. Does the diſpoſitions of na- 
ture require more proper divine agency than the 
diſpenfations of grace? Is religious worſhip lels. 
connected with the efficacy of grace than with 
the operations of nature? 

Speaking of Mr Micaiah Twogood of Exotes, 
who, Dr Prieſtley ſays, was as reputable a per- 
ſon as any chriſtian miniſter now living ; and 
that it was his conſtant practice to addreſs a 
prayer to Chriſt whenever he adminiſtered the 
Lord ſupper, he adds, In this he acted in 


perfect conſiſtency with his principles. For 


* why ſhould he not pray to a Being who, he 
© believed (though as the inſtrument, and by 
the command of God) actually made and ſup- 

ports him, who muſt, of courſe, tho' inviſible, 
© be preſent to him, and who is to be his final 

judge.“ (p. 39.) If ſo, why ſhould not Dr Prieſt- 
ley pray to Chriſt, if he believes that Chriſt 
has made him a new creature, and 1s to be his 
final judge? If he believes not that Chriſt is 
the maker of the new creation, what will he 


make of what the Socinians have ſaid, when 


they apply thoſe texts to the new creation which 
_ aſcribe the creation of all things to Jeſus Chriſt ? 
If he believes not that Chriſt is to be his final 
judge, what will he make of the many texts that 
affirm him to be the judge of all human thoughts 
and actions. Such as Rom. ii. 16. © God ſhall 
judge the ſecrets of men by Jeſus Chrilt.” 
(2 Tim, iv. 1.) Who ſhall judge the quick and 
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124 Socinians ſhould proy NChriſt 


the dead, at his appearing and kingdom.” (2 Cyr, 
V. 10.) For we muſt all appear before the 
judgment ſeat of Chriſt, that every one may re. 
cetve the things (done) in the body, according 
to that he hath done, whether (it be) good or 
bad.” We are'alſo informed that God hath 
commanded all men everywhere to repent: be. 
cauſe, (Acts xvii. . 31.) He hath appointed a 
day in the which he will judge the world in 
righteouſneſs, by that man whom he hath or- 
dained, even Jeſus, whom he raifed from 
the dead. Our Lord alſo ſays of himſelf, 
(Matth. XXV. 31, &c.) 8 When the Son 
man ſhall come in his glory, and the holy an. 
gels with him, then ſhall he ſit on the throne 
of his glory. And before him ſhall be gather. 
ed all nations; and he fhall ſeparate them one 
from another, as a ſhepherd divideth his ſheep 
from the goats: Then ſhall. the King ſay to- ſe. 
them on his right hand, Come, ye bleſſed of my D 


Father, inherit the kingdom, &c.* Since, there- ar 
| fore, it is evident from the doctrine of the apoſ- he 
ile Paul, and the expreſs declaration of our 4 


Lord himſelf, (to mention no other evidence, C: 
that God will judge the world by Jeſus Chriſt, 
Dr Prieftley muſt certainly allow that Chriſt is 
endued with powers and capacities adequate to 
this work, as properly as thoſe who hold that God 
created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, muſt allow that 

he was endowed with powers and capacities ade- 
quate to that work. Now what are the powers and 
capacities adequate to the judging of the world? 
This is a queſtion that I ſuppoſe no man can fully 

| anlwer ; 


anſwer ; but there are ſome things that appear 


he ſuppoſe that God has committed the judg- 


as are requiſite to judge of all the thoughts 


according to Dr Prieſtley's reaſoning. 115 


plainly requiſite, of which we may form very 
diſtinct ideas: Such as a power to bring all be- 
fore him, and a perfect knowledge of every 
thing that will be judged of. Dr Prieſtley muſt 
therefore either deny that Chriſt will be his final 
judge, or he muſt allow that Chriſt has a per- 
fect knowledge of all his actions, and conſe- 
quently of all his prayers; muſt it not then be 
inconſiſtent in him not to pray to Chriſt, as 
well as in thoſe of whom he complains? Can 
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ment of the world to one who knows not what 
is done in it? Or, can he think that Chriſt will 
need to be informed of the facts, and bring 
witneſſes to prove them, like the judges of the 
earth? Or, if he thinks ſo, who will be the 
witneſſes? for not only the open actions, but the 
ſecrets of men will be judged by Jeſus Chriſt. 
Dr Prieſtley, and thoſe of his way of thinking, 
are therefore involved in all the inconſiſtencies 
he endeavours to charge upon others. If, to 
avoid ſome of theſe inconſiſtencies, he ſhall ſee 
cauſe to deny that Chriſt will be our final 
judge, becauſe 1t may appear to him unphilo- 
lophical, or highly improbable, that God 
ſhould impart to any being, eſpecially to a 
man like himſelf, ſuch powers and capacities, 
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and actions of men, and to aſſin proper re- 
wards and punifhments accordingly ;—he might 
be told that it is very improbable, at leaſt, that 
his: philoſophical inveſtigations can enable him 
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116 The Wiflom and Porver of Chriſt 
to decide im this matter; for it is impoſſible 


he! 
that any experiments he can make, on air, or qui 


electricity, or any thing elſe, will ever enable / 


him to determine what degree of power, or what | wil 


capacities the Moſt High God might confer WM me 
on his only begotten-Son. Is it not rather un- bei. 
philoſophical to ſuppoſe that there is no medi- par 
um of operation and communication between to 
God and his ereatures; when moſt, if not all the 
the operations of nature andiart-are through me. per 


diums? To mention no other, Is not air the 15. 


medium of ſounds, and light the medium of MW wh: 


viſion ? The univerſal mediation of Jeſus Chriſt, W gai 
as the medium of all divine operations and iv. 


communications, which is moſt clearly and ex- wh. 
preſsly taught in the holy ſcriptures ; is ſo far for 
from being unphiloſophical, that it is rather tha 
unphiloſophical, as well as unſcriptural to deny abl. 
it. The univerſal knowledge of Jefus Chriſt, I ing 


extending not only to the outward actions, but An 


the ſecret thoughts of the heart; is not only hot 


implied in his being the final judge of all Bre 
thoughts and actions, but is alſo expreſsly ed 


aſſerted by himſelf; for he ſays, (Rew. ii. I ſen 
23.) All the churches ſhall know that I I be 
am he who ſearcheth the reins and the heart; Pet 


and I will give unto every one of you accord- wh. 
ing to your works.“ Univerſal power and do- us 
minion 1s alſo given to him; for, Matth. He 


xxviii. 18.) © Jeſus cam and ſpake unto them, tha 
ſaying, All power is given unto me in heaven . 


and in earth.” And Peter affirms, (Acts x. 96.) I cre: 


* He is Lord of all; as well as ver. 42. That res 
| he 


uniuenſul, accordingato:Scnipture. may 
he was-ortained of Got to be the judge of the 
quick and the fead.. | 3:2 89 15 
The Lord Jefas Chriſt not only poſſeſſes ſuch 
wiſdom and power as is equal to the govern- 
ment and fupport of the creation, all things 
being delivered unto his hand; but alſo im- 
parts that wiſdom and power that is neceſſary 
to direct and ſtrengthen all who qbey him in 
the diſcharge of every duty they may have to 
perform. Ss he ſaid to his diſciples, (Luke xxi. 
15-) © T-wiYJ give you a mouth and wiſdom 
which all your adverſaries ſhall not be able tp 
gainſay, nor reſiſt.. And Paul; ſays, (Philip. 
iv. 13.) * I can do all things through Chriſt 
who ſtrengtheneth me. He alſo thanks Chriſt 
for what he had done for him, 1 Tim. i. 12. 1 
thank Chriſt Jefus our Lord, who hath en- 
abled me, for that he counted me faithful, put- 
ing me into the miniſtry.* Ace ix. 12. And 
Ananias went his way, and entered into the 
houſe, and putting his hands on him, ſaid, 
Brother Saul, the Lord (even Jeſus that appear- 
ed unto thee in the way as thou cameſt) hath 
ſent me that thou mighteſt receive thy ſight and 
be filled with the Holy Spirit. 


(Acts ix. 34. 
Peter ſaid—Eneas, Jeſus .Chriſt maketh thee 


whole. (1 7%. 1. 10) Jeſus, who delivereth 


us from the wrath to come. (Hb. vii. 250 
He is able alſo to ſave them to the uttermoſt 
that come unto God by him. ; b 


Since therefore [Socinians allow the MW 


creation to be by Jeſus Chriſt, and the fſeripty- 


res aſſure us, that if any man be in Chriſt he is 
3 a new 
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+ | The Incarnation of Chriſt 
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a new creature; ſince Chriſt is the final judge 
of the quick and the dead, by his own expreſs 
declaration, and the concurring teſtimonies of 
the apoſtle Peter and the apoſtle Paul ; and fince 
he is the giver of wiſdom and ſtrength, (tho 
-as the inſtrument, and by the command of 


God,) muſt not Socinians, as well as thoſe 


Dr Prieſtley calls Arians, be under obligations 
to worſhip and pray to Chriſt according to his 
reaſoning in his ſecond letter to Dr Price ? 

Dr Prieſtley, in his third letter, expreſſes a 


ſurpriſe that Dr Price ſhould lay fo much ſtreſs 


as he does on the literal interpretation of a 
very few particular paſſages in the apoſtolic 
writings, and at the ſame time overlook: general 
conſiderations. The firſt general conſideration 
Dr Prieſtley mentions, is the ſilence of the three 
firſt Evangeliſts on the ſubject of Chriſt's incar- 
nation, and their never calling him any thing 


more than a man or a prophet. Some may 


perhaps may be as much ſurpriſed, that Dr 
Prieſtley has obſerved nothing in theſe Evan- 
geliſts on this ſubject, and that he has never 
ſeen Chriſt called any more than a man or a 
-prophet in their writings. The. evangeliſts 
Matthew and Luke, give a moſt particular ac- 
count of the incarnation of Chriſt ; and ex- 


preſsly affirm it to have been by an extraordi- 


nary operation of divine power. Matthew 
ſays, Now the birth of Jeſus Chriſt: was on 
this wiſe, when as his mother Mary was el- 


- pouſed to Joſeph before they came together, 
ſhe was found with child of the Holy Spirit, 


Luke 
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* 
Luke ſays, The angel anſwered and ſaid un- 
to her, The Holy Spirit ſhall come upon thee, 
and the power of the Higheſt ſhall overſhadow 

thee ; therefore alſd that haly thing which 
{hall be born of thee ſhall be called the Son of 
God.“ If cheſe aceounts of the evangeliſts be 
compared with what Dr Prieſtley himſelf fays 
was the opinion of both Jews and Gentiles at 
that time, about the pre- exiſtence of all fouls, 
and what the ſcriptures. both of the old and 
new Teſtaments ſay of ſouls coming out of the 
Joins of their fathers ; they prove in the clear- 
eſt manner that Jeſus Giſt. exiſted not in ha 
loins of any earthly father, but in the boſom. 2 
his heavenly Faber, ith whom, as a diſti 
perſon, he had a glory before the world. was. 
The force of evidence arifing from what theſe 
evangeliſts” have aid about the incarnation af 
Chriſt, ſeems to have been ſo clearly. ſeen, and 
ſrongly felt by Dr Prieſtley, that he has 
thought it neceſſary 40-expunge their account 
of the incarnation out of their hiſtory of Chriſt. 

This treatment of the writings of the evange- 
lits is ſomething like what one {aid of the Ro- 
mans long ago, namely, © When they have un- 

peopleck a region, ſo that there are none left 

alive to bear arms, they ay, they have gi- 

ven peace to that country, So when Dr 
krieſtley has expunged out of the evangelical 
writings, every paſſage chat favours the miracu- 
ous conception of Chriſt, and his exiſting in a 
late of glory with the Father before his incar- 
nation, he may ſay, with much the ſame pro- 


priety, 


* 


mo Die E of Chriſt 


priety, the Evangeliſts are ſilent about theſe 
things. But as the Evangliſts are not ſilent a. 
bout the incarnation, in what as yet is general. 
Iy allowed to be their writings, no confideration, 
| either general or particular, ean ariſe from thence 
in favour of the Socinian opinions, but rather, 
what they ſay affords ſomething wy deciſive 
againſt . 

Having ſeen that theſe Evangelista are not ſi. 
lent about the incarnation of Chriſt; we may 
next ſee if they ever call him any thing more 
than a man or à prophet. : Matthew informs us 
that the angel of the Lord faid to Joſeph, 
Matth. i. 21. Thou ſhalt call his name Jelus, 
for be ſhall ſave his people from their fins? 
Matth. xvi. 16. Peter ſaid, Thou art. Chriſt 
the Son of the living God. Matth. xi. 27, 
Neither knoweth any man the Father, but 
the Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal 
him.“ What other man or prophet had ever 
ſuch names, characters, and actions aſcribed to 
him as theſe? 
- Speaking ofan article in the Theolog ical Re 
poſitory, Dr Prieſtley ſays, © This writes ex 
mines every text in which mention is made 
of the love of Chriſt, through the whole Nes 
„Teſtament, and he no where finds any mer 
tion of, or alluſion to, a greater ground for: 
© than his love to us, manifeſted by his ſuffer 
ing and dying for us. Could the greate 
115 ground that ſtrikes your imagination ſo much 
© viz. his condeſcenſion to become incarnat 


for us, have been overlooked by all theſe v 
& * ter 


Clearly taught in Scripture... 1321 


ters, if, in their idea, this great event had | 


« ever' taken place ?* That the writers of the 
New Teſtament mention: the. ſufferings | and. 
death of Chriſt as the greateſt evidence of his 
love to us, is certainly true; but that they no 
where mention or allude to his incarnation is 
falſe, The miraculous conception of Chriſt, 
mentioned by two evangeliſts, neceſſarily implied 
the incarnation, as before obſerved, accordin 
to the opinions both of the Jews and Gentiles 
at that time, and ſo did the confeſſion of Peter, 
that Jeſus was - Chriſt the Son of the living 
God.“ - Unleſs this expreſſion had been under- 
ſtood to imply ſomething more than the ordi- 
nary generation of men, it was uſed to no pur- 
poſe, and as it evidently implied ſomething 
more, as is plain from our Lord's anſwer, it 
certainly implied the incarnation. The Apoltle 
ſobn alerts it in expreſs terms, where he ſays 
' The word was made fleſh, (John 1. 14.) He 
* likewiſe affirms, that everyſpirit that confeſſeth 
not that Jeſus Chriſt is come 1N the fleſh, is 
not of God. (1 John iv 3.) Again he ſays, 
{2 John ver. 7. Many deceivers. are entered in 
to the world who confeſs not chat Jeſus Chriſt 
eis come IN the fleſh. This is a deceiver and 


* an antichriſt,” What is the difference between 


being incarnate, and coming 1N: the fleſh, or 
being made fleſh ? The fame thing is implied i in 
what our Lord ſaid to his diſciples, John xvi. 
27, 28. The Father himſelf loveth you, be- 
* cauſe. ye have loyed me, and have, believed 


that I came out from God. 1 am come forth 
e 
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from the Father r, and am come into the world: 


1 ther. Here our Lord mentions his coming 
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of — 2 j * " 


r22The Incarnation an Euidener of Chriſt's Ling. 
Again, I leave the world and go unto the Fa- 


forth from the Father as prior to his coming in. 
to the world; ſo thathis coming intothe world be. 
hovedto be bybeing incarnate. Agreeableto this, 
he faid to his diſciples alſo, John vi. 62. What 
and if ye ſhall fee the Son of man afcend up tre 
© wherehe was before? Our Lord ſeems alfo very By 
plainly to refer to his incarnation as an evidence © tio 
of the Father's love, when he mentions the Fa. he 
ther's giving; and ſending his Son into the world 
for the ſalvation thereof, John iii. 16, 17. And f. 
the Apoſtle Paul mentions Chriſt's becoming 2 
poor for our ſakes, as an evidence of his grace | * 
or favour, to us, 2 Cor. viii. 9. And again, his de. 
laying afide the godlike forms in which he had of 
formerly appeared, and taking the form of a ſto 
ſervant, and his emptying himfelf of the fulneſs liſt 
he formerly enjoyed, when he was incarnate and * 18 
lived in this world in a ſtate of poverty and ho 
want, Philip ii. 6, 7. But though it was great I Caf 
condeſcenſion in Chriſt to be incarnate, it was tha 
{till greater condeſcenfion to ſuffer and die as MW te 
he did: could we therefore expect that the a- I the 


ſtles would not inſiſt moſt on the laſt; eſpeci- I fin 
ally as it neceſſarily includes the firſt, as thegreat- Y . 
eſt evidence of Chriſt*s love to us? But upon what Iſ | F 
principles Dr Prieſtley ſuppoſes it a greater con - . © 
deſcenſionin Chriſt to be incarnate, than to ſuffer IY _ h 
and die, ſeems hard to ſay; unleſs it be, that it , © 
was greater condeſcenſion in Chriſt to become . 


incarnate, than it would be in any other 9 5 
{utter 


I apprehend would be very 


, _ ow 2 N s 
7 - 
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ſuffer and die. And if this be his view, which 
juſt, how much 
does he diminiſh. the evidence of Chriſt's love 
to us, by denying the incarnation, according to 
his own view of things ? | 

Dr Prieſtley: in his fourth letter - propoſes to 
treat © of arguments from particular texts,“ &c. 


But Ido not obſerve any particular texts men- 


tioned till the beginning of the fifth ; where 
he ſays to Dr Price, You ſay, that John vi. 62. 
What and if you ſhould ſee the Son of man a- 
* ſcend up where he was before,” is as deciſive 
4 declaration of Chriſt's pre-exiſtence as 
* words can expreſs.” In oppoſition to this 
deciſion, he alledges, that there are ſeveral texts 
of ſcripture which cannot be literally under- 
ſtood, without the groſſeſt abſurdity ; and in- 
ſiſts at conſiderable length on the words, this 
is my body, &c.* to prove the abſurdity of 
holding to the literal interpretation in ſome -- 
cales. It might have been expected after this, 
that he would have propoſed a figurative inter- 
pretation of John vi. 62. as Proteſtants have of 
the words, this is my bo.7y ; but, after all, he can 
find nothing ſatisfying, either in his own mind, 
or among the opinions of others. He then adds, 

For my part, I ſhould much ſooner have re- 
* courſe to the idea of Chriſt's actual aſcent into 
* heaven, or of his imagining that he had been 
carried up thither in a viſion, which (like that 
* of Paul) he had not been able to diſtinguiſh 
from a reality, at the time he received his 
* commiſſion, than to yours of his having ex- 
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© iſted—before the creation of the world. Thus 
after all he had ſaid againſt a literal interpreta. 
tion, he has recourſe to one as literal as can be 
imagined, or to the ſuppofition, that Chriſt, 
through miſtake, had imagined what was not 


rue. Conſcious, it would ſeem, that none would 


be ſatisfied with this interpretation who were 
diſpoſed to receive the teſtimony of Chriſt, that 
he is the faithful and true witneſs ; rather 
than his opinion, that Chriſt was capable of 
error, he ſays further; To be explicit with you, 
© I would not, as you ſay, build an article of 


© faith of fuch magnitude on the correctneſs of 


© John's recollection, and repreſentation of our 
© Lord's language.“ So ſtrange and incredible 
does your hypotheſis appear to me, that, rather 
© than admit it, I would ſuppoſe the whole 
© yerſe to be an interpolation, or that the old A. 


© poſtle dictates one thing, and his amanuenſes 


© wrote another.” Dr. Prieſtley's oppoſition to 
the early exiſtence of Chriſt, as the fir/t-born 
of every creature, may appear to ſome as 
ſtrange and incredible; when, rather than ad- 
mit it, he is willing to give up with the vera- 
city of Chriſt, and the truth of apoſtolic ſcrip- 
tures. It ſeems his difficulties. and ill ſucceſs, 


in explaining this particular text, has determin- 


ed him not to meddle with any more in theſe 
letters; and as to this, he has left it as invinct- 
ble a proof of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt as 
the truth of Chriſt is urfimpeachable. As ſome 
obſervations have already been made on this 
text, p. 29 and 30, I hall ſay no more of it _ 
| n 


goodneſs of his heart. 


1 Dr Price. N 125 


In oppoſition to the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, 
and that God created al things by him, Dr 
Prieſtley alledges, with reſpect to the Apoſtles, 
that this doQtrine * muſt have aſtoniſhed them 
© as much as if they had been told that John 
the Baptiſt had 5 that great ſuperangelic 
Being, becauſe they were no more prepared 
for the one than the other.“ But how does 
this agree with what he himſelf hath ſaid of the 
Jewiſh opinions exprefied by the Chaldee para- 
phraſts, and the writings of Philo; not to men- 
tion the writings in their facred. books i See p. 


54 and 55. 
Having made theſe obſervations, on what Dr 


Prieſtley ſeems to lay the greateſt ſtreſs, for ſup- 


porting his oppoſition to che ſcripture doctrine, 
that Chriſt was before all things, and chat God 
the Father created all things by him, I ſhall 


conclude with afluring Dr Pricitiey, his friends, 


and the public, that nothing perſonally diſre- 
ſpectful is intended; and that though I am ful- 
hy perfwaded of the badneſs of ſeveral of his o- 
pinions, I make not the lealt queſtion as to the 
He and tus friends have 


ſhown a laudable zeal for the Unity ot ine Moit 
High God, but it ſeems not to be properiy 


2 with the knowledge of the exceilency 
of Jeſus Chrilt. 


LA FE An 
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(6126) N . 
An Inquiry into the cauſes of the rapid progreſs 


ti 


which Socinianiſm has lately made in Eng. ( * 
land, and Scotland. With a ſhort ſummar 5 
of evidence to prove that Jeſus Chriſt exiſted 6 
betorc his incarnation, that his power and 5 
influence extends through the whole creation, a 
and that his ſupremacy as an univerſal Lord th 
and king extends over all things. 77 
HA an opinion ſo unpopular ' ſhould « 
have ſpread ſo extenſively in ſo ſhorta 4 
time, among people of almoſt every rank, as 
ſome think it has, may be thought rather ſome- at 
what extraordinary ; and thoſe who favour the of 
opinion may readily think, that the power of Vc 
God has been remarkably manifeſted in its fa- th 
your.—But ſuppoſing it to have ſpread as falt, I '--- 
and as far as ſome ſeem inclined to believe, it of 
would be no deciſive proof in its fayour ; fince of 
every thing that proſpers has not God tor its au- 15 
thor, for wickedneſs and oppreſſion have long 2 
proſpered in the world: And falſe opinions, I on 
like hardy weeds, will ſometimes grow to an e- of 
normous ſize; while true opinions, like tender 
plants, continue in a languid and decayed ſtate. W g. 
The following are perhaps the moſt obvious A 
cauſes, that have concurred to make the So- ne 
cinian opinions concerning the perſon of Chriſt, I me 
fpread fo faſt as they have done within theſe | 
few years in this country :— | 6a} 


1. The high repute that ſome of the princi. 
pal promoters of theſe opinions had obtained FF ef. 
in reſpect to literary abilities, through connec- 

oy tion 


127 


tion with the great; whoſe patronage operate 
with a double force in favour of whatever they 
encourage. | 
2. The uprightneſs and ſelf.denial that ſome 
of thera have ſhown, in quitting their bene- 

fices 1 in the church of England. 
The diligence they have uſed in publiſhing 


Cauſes that may promote. Soginianiſm. 


| theſs opinions in almoſi every ſhape, and accom- 


modated to perſons in every condition of lite 
diſtributing publications even gratis, to ſuch as 
are unable or unwilling to buy, if they are only 


dilpoſed to receive information. 


4. The agreement of many of their ſentiments 
with thoſe of the deiſts, both as to the perſon 
of Chriſt and the authority of the ſcriptures. 
For as Deiſm had made great progreſs through 


the publications of men of ſo reputed abilities as 
Tindal, Woolſton, Hume, &c. and thepatronage 


of heir great connections, ſo as to infect perſons 


of almoſt every condition of life; ſuch perſons 


might be readily diſpoſed to receive opinions 
agreeing almoit in every thing with their own, 
only clothed with the more honourable name: 
of Chriſtianity. 

5. What may appear not ſo plain to ſome ; 
the agreement of the Socinian opinions concern- 
ing the perſon of Chriſt, with the ideas moſt 
obviouſly ſuggeſted -by the preſent popular 
mode of explaining the Trinity. 

The popular mode of explanation, or what is 
called the Athanafian ſyſtem, holds indeed in 
words, that there are three perſons in the divine 
ellence; but it holds, at the ſame time, that the 

L3 


Divine 


' 


* * 
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123 Cauſes that may promete | 
Divine Effence is indiviſible, or that the three per. 
fons make one individual God. A modern Aiha- 
naſian can therefore have noideaof a mediator be- 
tween this one God and men, any more than a 
Socinian can have, till ſome inferior nature or 
perſon was brought into exiſtence ; and both 
are agreed, that no nature or perſon exiſted, dif. 
tinét from the one God, till after the incarna- 
tion of Chriſt. | 

» Athanafians and Socinians are therefore a- 
greed, that every thing relative to creatures was 
conducted by ſimple Deity till after Chriſt was 
incarnate. Being therefore agreed in what 
makes an important article in the Socinian creed, 
and an Athanaſian having nothing to relinquiſh, 
on this head, but the profeſſion of a diſtinction 
in the Divine Being, and an union of natures, 
to which he never could affix any idea, conſiſt. 
ent with the unity and abſolute perfection of 
God; a change from the Athanaſian to the So- 
cinian profeſſion may be rather conſidered as 
natural and eaſy, than ſi;ange or difficult. 

6. The ſimilar manner in which ſeveral texts 
of ſcripture have been explained by Athanaſian 
and Socinian writers. The fimilarity of their 
ſentiments concerning the perſon of Chriſt, has 
induced them to explain ſeveral texts in a very 
ſimilar manner, and Dr Prieſtley conſiders him- 
ſelf not a little ſupported in denying the pre: 
exiſtence of Chriſt, that ſeveral of the moſt re- 
- PutedDivines for learning and orthodoxy have 
explained John xvii. 5. Col. i. 15. &c. in the ſame 
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manner, or a way very ſimilar to that which he 
himſelf has taken. 

The abſurd and contradictory ideas that 
the Athanaſian ſyſtem tends ro excite in the 
mind concerning the Supreme Being, may al- 
ſo operate as a cauſe: for nothing being more 
common than for perſons to tun from one ex. 
treme to another, thoſe who had conſidered the 
mediator as in all reſpects equal with the Moſt 


High God, may be molt likely to ſuppoſe him, 


with the Socinians, f in all reſpe&s on a level 


with men, whenever the other extreme ap- 3 


pears to them untenable. 
The mind can never be perfectly at reſt un- 


der the influence of two contradictory opinions, 


unleſs it be determined more by the one than 
the other, or become indifferent to them both. 

And as the unity of the God-head as taught 
in the Athanaſian ſyſtem, and the diſtinction of 
perſons as taught in the ſame ſyſtem, have at 
leaſt the 4 A of contradiction; the mind 
will hardly And any reſt, except in the idea of 
only one being, or perſon ; or three beings, or per- 
ſons equally God, or three equal Gods; or elſe in 
ſuſpending all thought on the ſubject, byreſolving 


the whole into an inconceivable myſtery. But as 


the ſcriptures favour the idea of an early tranſ- 
action been the Father and the Son, and 
their diſtin& agencies, the mind of a thinking 
perion can hardly avoid the idea of diſtin& . 
Beings : For it will be difficult, if not impoſſi- 
ble, to unite the idea of One Individual Being 
with that of two perſons tranſacting a a: 
an 


— 


| 430 Mediation necęſſarily implies | 


and exerting diſtin agencies. Few things will 
appear more abſurd or inconſiſtent to many per- ſve 
ſons who think ſeriouſſy, than that of One Indi. the 
vidual Being, making a covenant with him. and 
ſelf, and being ſent by himfelf ; alt which mug ftan 
be the caſe, if the Son be the ſame Individual God! ther 
with the Father. | | on? 
- To remove theſe and other difficulties, ſome in t 
very judictous, learned, and pious writers have tie: 
ſuppoſed, that a ſuperangelic ſpirit, which became ¶ abſi 
the human foul of Chriſt at his . incarnation, : 
was begotten, or brought forth, before any con 
creature exiſted, and as the firſt-born of every I he 
* .ereature, or beginning of the creation of God, ty, 
Was united to a ſecond perſon in the ſimple deity, I to 
But without inſiſting on this or any other mode MW Go 
of explanation at preſent, I ſhall endeavour to Bei 
grove, by clear and direct evidence from the WW pro 
criptures-of truth, that Jeſus - Chriſt did exiſt 
before his incarnation, that he exiſted from the 
beginning in a character inferior to the Father, 
and that in this character he did and does pol- 
ſeſs all power in heaven and in earth. 
I his evidence deſerves the more attention, as 
it eſtabliſhes an uniformity in God's way of deal- 
ing with men. The generality of ſerious chriſtians. 
ſeem to believe that all God's dealings with 
mankind ſince the fall have been through a 
mediator ; but there could be no mediator while 
no being or perſon exiſted in the capacity of a 
mediator between God and men. The exiſt- 
ence of a ſecond perſon in the God-head, ac- 
cording to the Athanaſian ſyſtem, a 
| wer 


the Exiſtence *f a proper diſtinct Perſon. 1 31 


ſwer this purpoſe, for this perſon is included in 
the one God; and it is between the one God 
and men that another being or perſon muſt 
ſtand, or there can be no mediator between 
them. To ſuppoſe the one individual God, or 
one individual Being, ſo divided, as part to ſtand 
in the character and capacity of a mediator be- 
tween men and the reſt of that . iS moſt. 
abſurd. 

Whatever therefore our opinions may be, 
concerning the exiſtence of the Supreme Being; 
whether we conſider him as exiſting in a Trini- 
ty, or in abſolute Unity, while we believe him 
to be one individual Being, or one moſt High 
God, we malt admit the exiſtence of another 
Being, or it ſeems impoſſible for us to have any 
proper notion of a mediatory diſpenſation. 


( 132 ) 
A ſhort enen, of evidence, to prove that je. 


ſus Chriſt exiſted before all things, and that 
Hig him all things were created. 


HAT Teſus Chriſt was before al things, 
and that God the Father created all 
things by him, is evident from many ſcripture 
te imonies, which have been given at ſun. 
dry times, and in divers manners. Some of which 


1 ſhall collect under the following articles: — 


I. That Jeſus Chriſt exiſted before he was 

incarnate, and alſo before the world or any 
creature was made, is expreſlely teſtified in ſe. 
veral paſſages. John i. 15. John bare vit. 
neſs of him, and cried, ſaying, This is he of 
whom I ſpake; he that cometh after me is PICs 
ferred before me, for he was before me.” Ver. 
30. This is he of whom 1 ſaid, After me 
cometh a man who 1s preterred before me, tor 
he was before me.” 
John viii. 58. * Jeſus ſaid unto them, Ve- 
rily, verily, I ſay unto you, Before Abraham 
was, Jam.“ Rev. xxii. 16. © I am the root 
and the offspring of David, the bright and the 
morning ſtar.” Rev. iti. 14. The beginning 
of the creation of God. 

John i. 1. In the beginning was the word, 
Col. i. 15. Who is the image of the invif, 


ble God, the firſt born of every creature. 
Micah v. 2. Whoſe goings forth have been 
I write unto 

you, 


from of old.“ 1 John ii. 13. 
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you, fathers, becauſe ye have known him that 
is from the beginning. Henn it Et 4: 

In theſe . we have the teſtimonies of 
john the Baptiſt, of Chriſt himſelf, the prophet 
Micah, the apoſtle Paul, and the apoſtle John, 
all concurring to prove, by the moſt direct teſti- 
monies, being moſt unexceptionable witneſſes, 
that Jeſus Chriſt exiſted betore his incarnation, 
and even before the world began. 


II. That all things were created by Jeſus 
Chriſt, and, of conſequence, that he is before 
all things, is evident from the following teſ- 
timomes 3: | 

John i. 3. All things were made by him, 
and without him was not any thing made that 
was made.” Ver 10. He was in the world, 
and the world was made by him, and the 
world knew him not.“ Col. i. 16. By him 
were all things created that are in heaven and 
that are in earth, viſible and inviſible, whether 
they be thrones, or dominions, or principalities, 


or powers; all things were created by him, 


and for him.“ 


III. That Chriſt was ſet up, or anointed by 
the Father before the world was, and that the 


Father created all things by bim at firſt, as 
truly and properly as he renews all things by 
lim now; and conſequently that Jeſus Chriſt 
exiſted from the beginning in a mediatory cha- 
tacter, or inferior to the Father, is evident from 
the following teſtimonies :— 1 

Proy* 


4 
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Prov. viii. 23: © I was ſet up, or I was a. MW "© 
nointed, from hidden duration, from the be. tio 
ginning, or ever the earth was.” (See page wh 
10, 11, 12, 13. foregoing.) Eph. iii. 9. God, n 
who created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, Heb, 
i. 2. © hath. in cbele At days ſpoken to us of 
by his Son, whom he hath appointed heir of 8 


all things, by whom alſo he made the worlds,” 
* page 18. 24. il _ 


IV. That Jeſus Chriſt was with the Father vet 
in the beginning, and that the Father ſpake to 
him, as dne to be concerned in creation, and M 
in the diſpenſations of providence, appears from Al 
the tollowing texts: - N tal 
< RL 1,2: * In the beginning was the 
Word, and the word was with God. The un 
ſame was in the beginning with God.” Gen. ?P 
1. 26. God ſaid, Let us make man in our by 
own image, after our likeneſs.” Gen. xi. 6, 7. 
And Jehovah ſaid, Let us go down and there a 
confound their language.” Pfal. cx. 1. 
hovah ſaid to my Lord, Sit thou on my right * 
hand.” Compare Plalm xlv. 6. with Heb. i. 8. _ 
Gen. iii. 22. And the Lord God faid, . 
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Behold the man 18 become like one of us. lef 
Prov. vill. 29, 30. © When he appointed the 
foundations of the earth; then was J by him, A 
as one brought up with him.” ; 2 

V. That it was Jeſus Chriſt whoſe voice was 7 
often heard, and who was ſeveral times ſeen ul 


in forms more or leſs glorious, as the occaſions 
required, 


caſions 


Juired, 


N the nnd exiſtence of Chriſt. +135 


required, under the Old Teſtament dif penſa- "a 


tion; appears from comparing theſe with 
what is faid of the inviſibility of the Father, 
and of all acceſs to him being by Jeſus. Chriſt. 

Gen. iii. 8, 9. And they heard the voice 
of the Lord God walking, in the midſt of the 


garden, And the Lord God called unto Adam. 


Gen. xv. 1, 5. The word of the Lord 
came to Abram,——and he brought him forth 
abroad, and ſaid, Look now towards hea- - 
ven — 8 
Gen. xvii. 1, 3. When Abram was nine- 
years old and nine, the Lord appeared unto 
Abram ; and Abram fell on his face, and God 

talked with him.” | | 

Gen. xviii. 1, 2. And the Lord appeared 
unto him in the plains of Mamre; and he lift 
up his eyes and looked, and lo three men ſtood 
by him.” | 

Ver. 20, 21. And the Lord ſaid, Be- 
cauſe the cry of Sodom and Gomorrah is great, 
and becauſe their fin is very grievous ; I will 
go down now, and ſee whether they have done 
altogether according to the cry of it.“ Ver. 33. 
And the Lord went his way as ſoon as he had 
left communing with Abraham.” 

Gen. xxvi. 2. And the Lord appeared 
uoto him, Haac. ] and ſaid unto him, Go not 
down into Egypt.“ 

Gen. xxxii. 24, 30. And jacob was leſt 
alone, and there wreſtled a man with him un- 
til the break of day.— And he ſaid, Let me go, 
for the day breaketh; and he ſaid I will not 

M — 
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7 » 


1 Scripture 7 eftimonies * 


1 


let thee go except thou bleſs me. And Jacob 
called the name of the place Penuel; for 1 
have ſeen God face to face, and my life is pre. 
ſerved.” 

Exod. xix. 20. © And the Lord came FED 
upon mount Sinai on the top of the mount; 
and the Lord called Moſes up to the: tap of che 

mount. FE 

Job xlii. 1, 6. Then Job aki the 
Lord and faid,——1 have heard of thee by the 
hearing of the ear, bur now mine eyes ſeeth thee. 

1 Sam. Ui. 10. And the Lord came, and 
ſtood and called as at other times, Samuel, 
Samuel.“ Ver. 21. And the Lord appeared 
again in Shiloh ; for the Lord revealed him- 
ſelf to Samuel in Shiloh, by the word of the 
Lord.“ 

This Being or Perſon who walked, who came 
down, and who went up, and was ſo frequent: 
ly ſeen and heard by the patriarchs, &c. can- 
not well be conceived of as the Infinite Being 
who fills all ſpace and all things, being every 
where preſent ; who is i gu called the in- 
viſible God, (Col. i. 5.) whom no man hath 
ſeen at any time, (Ib i 1. 18.) whom no man 
hath ſeen or can ſee; (1 Tim. vi. 16.) and of 
whom our Lord himſelf ſaid to the Jews, John 
v. 37. Ye have neither heard his voice at 
any time, nor ſeen his ſhape.” Again he lays, 
John vi. 46. Not that any man hath ſeen the 
Father, ſave he who is of God, he hath ſeen the 
Father.“ And John xiv. 6. Jeſus faith,---l 
-am the way, the truth, and the life; no man 

| cometh 


tbat Chriſt appeared to the Patriarche. 133 
acob MW cometh unto the Father but by me.“ As ſure, 
or I W therefore, as theſe declarations are true, fo cer. 
pre- tain it is that theſe manifeſtations which the 
| Moſt High God gave of his being, his perfec- 
own Wl tions, and his will, under the former diſpenſa- 
unt; W tion, were through Jefus Chriſt; who is the 
the image of the inviſible God, the brightneſs of 
his glory, and the expreſs image of his perſon; \ 
the W the one Lord, by whom are all things, and the 
the W one mediator between God and: men, in al 
hee. MW ages. | 


auel, VT. That it was Jeſus Chriſt who thus ap- 
ared W peared and ſpake to the patriarchs, is further 
him- evident, from the perſon who thus appeared, 
the MW fuſtaining ſuch high characters as could apply 
do no being who was not concerned in the 
came creation and government of the world; and 
nent: who was alfo the angel, or meſſenger of the 
can- W- Moſt High God. 
ing Gen. xxvii. 24. And the angel of God 
very ſpake unto me in a dream, ſaying, Jacob: And 
e in- 1 ſaid, Here am I. And he ſaid, l am the God 
hath W of Bethel.“ Gen. xIviii. 15, 16. And he 
man W bleſied Joleph, and ſaid, God, before whom my”, 
d of W fathers Abraham and Iſaac did walk, the God 
John W who fed me all my life long unto this day, 
e a WF the angel who redeemed me from all evil, bleis 
lays, W the lads.” Exod. iii. 1, 6. © And Moſes kept 
n the W the flock of Jethro.—And the angel of the 
n the W Lord appeared unto him. And he ſaid, I am 
„che God of thy father, the God of Abraham, the 
| M 2 God 
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God of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob. And Moſes 
had his face, for he was afraid to look on God. 
Mal. iii. 1. And the Lord whom ye ſeek, prop 


glory 


thall ſuddenly come to his temple ; even the in the 
meſſenger of the covenant whom ye delight Jo] 
we. | 44 | had 
g It is very plain from the ſtructure of the they 
; Hebrew word rendered God, and Lord, or je. had 1 
* Rovah, and the manner in which they are uſed he fa 
1 in the ſacred ſcriptures, that they are relative hb E 
7 names; and that the name Jehovah denotes ky 
4 one who creates or cauſes exiſtence, and the pre 
name God, one who preſerves, ſuperintends, * wh 
be and governs. (See p. 78.) Now as the names * wh 
= God and Lord, or Jehovah, as uſed in theſe © fied 
4 texts, can apply to none but the Father or his * olo 
= Son Jeſus Chriſt, by whom he created and 1 
= preſerves all things, and fo proves the perſon 6. as. 
| who appeared to be ſuperior to all other orders « ſtr 
of beings ; ſo the name angel or meſſenger V] 

proves that he ſuitained a character inferior to ſaint 

the Moſt High God, Jehovah the Father, whoſe tame 

angel or meſſenger he was. (See alſo AQs feſte 
en . | chur 

- © Neither can we ſuppoſe, that the Patriarch the f 
"Jacob would addreſs any but Jeſus Chriſt, the and 
wifible God, or image of the inviſible God, the E. 
redeemer and Saviour; as the God who fed © ſes 

him all his life long, the angel who redeemed ty 

him from all evil. | Ge 

* as 

VII. The exiſtence of Chriſt under the Old- I 
Teſtament diſpenſation is evident, from the * th 


that Chriſt appeared to the Saints r Old. 139 


glory which was then ſeen,Pbeing called the 
glory of Chriſt, the prophets being ſaid to 
prophecy -by his Spirit, and his being tempted 
in the wildernels by the Iraelites. 

John Xii. 37, 41. But though he (Jeſus) 
had done ſo many miracles before them; yet 
they believed not on him. Becauſe, as Eſaias 
had ſaid, &c. Theſe things ſaid Eſaias, when 
he ſaw his glory and ſpake of him. Ia. vi. 
1. 1 ſaw the Lord fitting, &e. 5 

1 Pet. x. 10, 11. Of which ſalvation the Me 
prophets have inquired, —ſearching what, or Mi 
* what manner of time, the ſpirit of Chriſt 9 
which was in them did ſignify, when it teſti- 
© fied before the ſuffering of Chriſt and the 
glory that ſhould follow.” _ | 

1 Cor. x. 9. Neither let us tempt Chriſt ' 
* as ſome of them alſo tempted, and were de- 
© ſtroyed of ſerpents. _ 

VIII. That it was Chriſt who appeared to the 
faints of old, and who conducted the Old Teſ- 
tament Church ; or that God the Father mani- 
teſted himſelf through him, and governed the 
church by his miniſtry ; appears allo, from 1 +1 
the forms in which he ſeveral times appeared = 
and what is faid of him on fundry occafions. 
Exod. xxiv. 9, 10, 11. Then went up Mo- 
* ſes and Aaron, Nadab and Abihu, and ſeven- 
ty of the elders of Hrael. And they faw the 
God of Ifrael; and there was under his feet, 
* as it were a paved work of a ſaphire ſtone.“ 

1 Kings xxii. 19. And he faid, Hear thou 
* therefore the word of the Lord; I ſaw the 
| M 3 © Lord 
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Lord ſitting upon his throne, and all the hoſt 
© of heaven ſtanding by him, on his right hand 
© and on his left. "FH | 
Ha. vi. 1. In the year that king Uzziah 
died, I faw alſo the Lord ſitting upon a throne, 
© high and lifted up, and his train filled th 
© temple.” 4 | 
Ezek. i. 26. And above the firmament that 
was over their heads, was the likeneſs of a 
throne, as the appearance of ſaphire ſtone, 
and upon the likeneſs of the throne was the 
appearance of a man above upon it. 
Exod. xxxiii. 21, 23. And the Lord ſaid, — 
I will take away mine hand, and thou ſhalt ſee 


© my back parts, but my face ſhall not be 
„ '* feen. | 


Acts vii. 35. This Moſes whom they refuſed, 
* ſaying, Who made thee a ruler and a judge? 


© the ſame did God ſend to be a ruler and a de- 


© liverer, by the hands of the angel who appear- 


© ed to him in the buſh. Joſh. v. 13,---15. And 


zit came to paſs, when Joſhuah was by Jericho, 


that he lift up his eyes and looked, and behold 
« there ſtood a man over-againſt him with his 
« ſword drawn in his hand, and Joſhuah 
« went unto him, and faid unto him, Art thou 


for us, or for our adverſaries? And he ſaid, 


« Nay, but as Captain of the hoſt of the Lord 
« am I now come. And Joſhuah fell on his 
« face to the earth, and did worſhip, and ſaid 
« unto him, What faith my Lord unto his ſer- 
© vant. And the Captain of the Lord's hoſt ſaid 
« unto Joſhuah, Looſe thy ſhoes from off thy ms 
LF or 


for th 
joſhu 

Gen. 
© he ha 
© prievi 
© their 
gel o 
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ed in a 
hands: 
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dat Chriſt was tempted of Old. 14 


for the place where thou ſtandeſt i is holy; and 
* Joſhuah did ſo.” 

Gen. vi. 6. And it repented- the Lord that 
© he had made man upon the earth, and it. 

* grieved him to his heart.” Ifa. Hiii. 9. In all 
© their afflictions he was afflicted, and = an- 

gel of his preſence ſaved them.“ * 

It is ſurely. more agreeable to ſcripture and 
reaſon, to ſuppoſe, that the perſon who a 

ed in a human form, and is ſpoken of as having 
hands and feet, parts and paſſions, is that being 
who holds a middle rank between finite and infi- 
nite, between the mutability of creatures, andthe 
immutability of the ſelf-exiſting God; who in 
the fulneſs of time was to become a real man, 
live on earth, and feel the griefs and afflictions 
o which human nature in this ſtate is ſubject; 
than to ſuppoſe that the inviſible God, whom the 
heaven of heavens cannot contain, aſſumed 
ſuch forms, and that he ſhould be ſpoken of as 
having parts and paſſions, that ſeem incompatible 
with the ſimplicity, perfection, and immutabili- 
ty of his nature. 

We know that when Chriſt was in the world 
in the days of his fleſh, he was tempted by the 
phariſees and lawyers and the ſcriptures alſo ſay, 
that the Iſraelites tempted him in the wilderneſs. 
We alſo know from the ſame ſource of informa- 
tion, that he was grieved at the hardneſs of heart 
and unbelief that prevailed among the Jews 
when he preached among them in the days of 
bis fleſh, and wept, at the afflictions he ſaw 
. upon them for their unbelief; ; and have 
we 


142 Scripture Tefimonier 
we not every reaſon to believe that he would be 
affected in a ſimilar manner for thoſe who reſiſt- 
ed his ſpirit in the prophets who were employ- 
ed in the ſame benevolent defign in the former 
diſpenſation. | 
IX. The exiſtence of Jeſus before his incar- 
nation, appears alſo from ſeveral paſſages that 
ſpeak of him as living, and conducting the  Oper- 
ations of nature and affairs of the church in the 
former diſpenſation, and as being in the form 
of a God betore he took upon him the form of 
a ſervant. 
Jobxix. 25. I know that my Redeemer liveth, 


© and that he ſhall ftand at the latter day _ 


© the earth.“ 

Ifa. I. 2, 3, 4. 18 my hand ſhortened at all 
© that it cannot redeem ? or have I no ſtrength 
© to deliver? Behold at my rebuke I dry up the 
© fea, I make the rivers a wilderneſs ; their fiſh 
c {tinketh, becauſe there is no water, and dieth 
< for thirſt. E clothe the heavens with blackneſs, 


© and make ſackcloth their covering. The Lord 


given me the tongue of the learn- 
© ed, that I ſhould know how to ou a word 


God hath 


© in ſeaſon to tk that 1 is weary.” 
:' Wa, xXliii. 


© vant.” See p- 86. 


£7 | Iſa, 


10. Before me there was no 

God ford, neither ſhall there be after 

N 6 me.“ OY 

Rev. xxii. 13. I am Alpha and Omega, the 

6 beginning and the end, the firſt and the laſt” 
Philip. ii. 6, 7. © Who being in the form of 

4 God;utbok upon him the _ * a ſer- 
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Ia. Ixiii. 9. The angel of his preſence ſaved 
them; in his love and in his pity he'redeem- 
ed them, and he bare them, and carried them 
all the days of old. 1 thÞ £24; i vis 

In one of theſe paſſages Job ſpeaks of his Re- 
deemer, who was to ſtand on the earth at the  - 
latter day, as then living; in another, Iſaiah * 
mentions a perſoa ſpeaking of himſelf as a form- 
ed God; and in another, the apoſtle Paul ſays 
of Chriſt that he was in the form of God, or a 
God. Have we not therefore ground to con- 
clude that Jelus Chriſt is intended in, theſe 
texts. | | 

When our Lord was ſo concerned for 
Jews in the days of his fleſh, as to weep over + 
Jeruſalem 3 this concern is generally attributed 
to his human nature, becauſe the divine nature 
s 3 ſuppoſed to be incapable of being ſo affected. 
Can we ſuppoſe ſimple Deity more ſuſceptible of .* 
WH erict and affliction before, than after the incar- 
nation of Chriſt ? May not even this conſidera- 
WH tion induce us to think, that Jeſus Chriſt then 
BY cxi{ted in the form of God, diſtinct from the in- 
WH viſible God his Father, whoſe image he was, 
and from whom he received that brightneſsof glo- 
vy and God. like form; and that what is ſaid Gen. 
ui. 6. applies moſt properly to him? And as he 
is the Alpha and Omega, the firſt and the 
laſt, in all the agency of the inviſible God in or 
upon his creatures; before him there was no 
Cod formed, neither ſhall there be after him. 
Agreeable to this the ſcriptures inform us, that 
as the Father began his agency pee | 
E 18 
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his creatures, by: © creating all things by Jeſus 
* Chriſt ;* ſo he will finiſh what reſpects their 
| happineſs, by © reconciling all things by him.” 


To us theretore there is © one God the Father, 
of whom are all things; and © one Lord Jeſus 


Fe Chriſt, by whom are all things.“ 1 Cor. viii. 6. 


X. The exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt before his 


incarnation appears alſo from what is ſaid of 


the kings and princes of the earth ſetting them- 
ſelves againſt him then as well as the Father, 
and their being required then to ſubmit to him; 


and allo frem the Father's addreſſing him, long 
before he was incarnate. | 


'Pfal. ii. 2. The kings of the earth ſet them- 


< ſelves, and the rulers take counſel together, a- 


« 'Sainſt the Lord and againſt his anointed.” ver. 


10. Be wiſe now, therefore, O ye kings; be 


jnſtructed, O ye judges of the earth. ver. 12. 

kiſs the Son leſt he be angry, and ye periſh 

from the way when his wrath is kindled but 
* a little.” | 

Pal, it, 7. Thou art my Son, this day have [ 

en thee. Pſal. cx. Sit thou on my right 

hand till I make thine enemies thy footſtool. 


Heb. i. 8. Unto the Son he faith, Thy throne, O 


God, is for ever and ever. See Pfal. Izv. 6. 
In Pfal. ii. 2. the kings and rulers of the 
earth are ſpoken of as actually oppoſing the 


| Lord or Jehovah and his anointed, in as direct 
termsas theobſtinacy of the Jews is ſpokenol, Ila. 


vi. 9. And this paſlage of thePſalm being fulfilled 
in the kings and rulers of the world who cruci- 
fied the Lord of glory, can no mere warrant a 

«ol als denial, 


- 


denia 
Pſalm 


Jehov 
fulfill 
harde 
Chriſ 
lived 
heart! 


Walk 


&c. t. 
every 
prece 
nor C. 
cept t 
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incar: 
ferior 


e 


— 


denial, that thoſe who lived in the days of the 
Pſalmiſt oppoſed the fame Lord the:'anomted of 


* _— 


that Chriſt RIA oppoſed»of Old. 15 


Jehovah; than the prophecy of Iſaiah being 
fulfilled in the Jews who fthut their eyes and 
hardened their hearts againſt the doQtrines of 
Chriſt, can warrant a denial that the Jews WhO 
lived in the days of Iſaiah did alſo harden their 
hearts from the fear of God, and refuſed to 


walk in his ways. And the precepts for kings, 


&c. to be wiſe, and to ſubmit to the Son, have 
every appearance of being as practical as other 
precepts; but they could not then be practical, 
nor could there be then any ſenſe in a pre- 
cept to ſubmit to the Son, if he then had no ex- 
iſtence. The idea of the early exiſtence of 
Chriſt, not only gives a clear and conſiſtent 
ſenſe to all the above and many other texts, 
but alſo agrees with what the Father ſays to 


Chriſt as his begotten Son, whom he had ſet or 


anointed king over Zion, before that time. 

XI. The exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt before his 
incarnation, and that in a nature or character in- 
ferior to that of the Father; appears from his 
laying aſide a glory, diveſting himſelf of riches, 
and emptying himſelf of a fulneſs which he en- 
joyed before he came into the world in a ſtate 
of humiliation. | CAN) 1 SOUL 

John xvii. 5. And now, O Father, glorify 
me with thine-own ſelf, with the glory which 
* I had with thee before the world was. 

2 Cor. viii. 9. * For ye know the grace of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that though he was 
rich, yet for your ſakes he became poor, that 


[0 ye 
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ye through his poverty might be made rich.“ pa 
_» Philip. ii. 7. But made himſelf of no repu- an. 
tation, (Greeꝶ, emptied himſelf,) and took up- o 
on him the form of a ſervant.“ To 
It is evident that immutable Deity can admit M « {1 
of no depravation or diminution of glory, nor in MW « nc 
any ſenſe become poor or empty: And if Chriſt M « 1 c: 
had no exiſtence before, he could not have laid M inte 
aſide a glory, parted with riches, or emptied go 
- himſelf, by being incarnate. So that he muſt jol 
have exiſted in a character inferior to the Fa- 6 wh! 
ther before his incarnation, or there could be M ved 
no ſenſe nor propriety in the words of theſe MW * out 
Io fay with Dr Prieſtley and and ſome o- * hex 
thers, that it was not a glory he enjoyed, but a MW ever 
glory that was decreed for him, that he prayed ven. 
for, is doing manifeſt violence to the words. In t 
And if that were true, every faint might ule a fi- MW as exi 
milar prayer, but of this we have no example MW tion, i 
in ſcripture. tinct » 
XII. There are ſeveral paſſages which repre- MW come j 
ſent Chriſt as having come down from heaven, W could 
and as having been in heaven. before he came been « 
into the world by being incarnate, which can WW pears | 

- have no ſenſe or meaning if he did not exiſt in tory c: 
heaven before he was born in-this world. tween 
John vi. 38. For I came down from hea- all con 
e ven, not to do mine own will, but the will of W nature 
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i © him that ſent me.“ Ver. 62. What and if ye tions o 
[ | © ſhall ſee the Son of man aſcend up where he IF beings. 
q . ©: was before „ In tl 
1 John xii, 3. ©* Jeſus knowing n 5 articles 
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that Chriſt came: ts God. 147 


Father bad given all things into his hands, 
and that he was come from God and went 
© to God.“ : 

John xvi. 27, 28. For the Father kink 
© ſelf loveth you, becauſe ye have loved me, 
and have believed that I came out from God. 
« I came forth from the Father, and am come 
into the world; again I leave the world, and 
go unto the Father.” See allo ver. 29 and 20. 

John xvii. 8. © I have given them the words 
* which thou gaveſt me, and they have recei- 
ved them, and have known ſurely that I came 
out from thee.” 

John iii. 13. No man hath aſcended up to 
© heaven but he that came down from heaven, 
© even the Son of man {  wHo Was in hea- 
ven.“ See page 30. of the foregoing. 

In theſe paſſages Jeſus Chriſt is repreſented 
as exiſting with the Father, before his incarna- 
tion, in ſo diſtinct a manner, as to have a diſ- 
tinct will from the Father's will, and capable to 
come from God and to go to him again; which 
could not be the caſe, if the Father and he had 
been one individual Being. From which it ap- 
pears moſt evident that he exiſted in a media- 
tory capacity, a diſtinct perſon or Being, be- 
tween God and men; and was the medium of 
all communication between infinite and finite 
nature, the manifeſter of the Being and perfec- 
roy of the Inviſible God, to created intelligent 

eings. 

In the paſſages quoted under the foregoing 
articles, there is ſuch a concurrence of evidence 
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proving the exiſtence of Chriſt before his incar. 
nation, by the moſt direct teſtimonies, certain 
facts, and circumſtances of divine manifeſta. 
tions; as mult ſet it beyond all ground of doubt, 
to ſuch as will ſtand on the ground of ſcripture 
evidence. For it is not only in one, but in 


every point of view, that the ſcriptures hold 


forth this doctrine; and its being ſet forth in 
ſuch a variety of ways, and each of theſe ſup- 
ported by ſuch a number of teſtimonies, make 
upon the whole ſuch a body of evidence as is 
full and deciſive that Jeſus Chriſt is before all 
things, and therefore did moſt certainly exiſt 
before his incarnation. 

As the doctrine which denies the exiſtence of 
Chriſt before his incarnation, is contrary tothe ex- 


pe words of many ſacred texts, and the general | 


cope of divine revelation ; ſo it is contrary to the 
general opinion of all nations, and the exprels te{- 


timony of the moſt reſpeQable writers of antiqui- 


. I ſhall only mention a few from the writings 
of Mr Lindſey and Dr Prieſtley, who cannot be 
ſuſpected of making the writers they quote, whe- 
ther ancient or modern, ſpeak more favourably 


of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt than they really did. 
Mr Lindſey, in his Sequel, quotes Lactantiur, 


page 20. ſaying, God, the wile artiſt and dil- 
© poſer of all things, before he attempted this 
© fair fabric of the world, begat an holy, in- 
© corruptible Spirit, whom he called the Son. 
And although he afterwards created innumer- 
« able other ſpirits by him, whom we call an- 


« gels, yet this firſt· born alone he 9 
| © wl 


create 
who | 
lar n 
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© with the name of God, as excelling moſt in 
© his Father's majeſty and power.“ & 
Theſe words expreſs as clearly as words can 
do, that Jeſus Chriſt was begotten before the 
world was made, that he was ſuperior: to all 
created beings, and yet inferior to the Father 
who begat him, and honoured him with pecu- 
liar majeſty and power.?“ 
There is alfo a quotation from Theophylact, 
p. 195. which is as directly in favour of the 


early exiſtence of Chrilt, for © (fays Theophylact) 


* what none of the other evangeliſts have taught 


© us, he (John) has thundered forth. For as 


they confined their narratives to what ha 


* pened to Chriſt in the body, and ſpeak no- 


* thing clearly or expreſsly of his generation 


* 7p9 GY! before the ages, —it was to be 


* feared that ſome earthly-minded ſouls, who 
had no reliſh for what was truly ſublime, 


* would thence imagine that Chriſt had no ex- 


iſtence from the Father before he was born 


* of Mary; which was really the caſe of Paul 


* biſhop of Somoſata, and therefore the great 
* John relates his heavenly generation.” 


The late Lord Barrington's opinion, quoted 


in a note p. 6. is alſo plainly in favour of the 


pre-exiſtence of Chriſt ; for he fays, That the 
Lagos, repreſenting and perſonatingthe Supreme 
* Being in an human ſhape, reſided conſtantly 
in the world, from the creation to ſome time 
after the flood, when men brought their of- 


* terings to him, and he viſibly accepted them, 


* by devouring them by a flame of fire proceed- 
2 ing 


for the early exiſtence of Chriſt. 149 
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ing from himfelf.— The Logos then retired 
from the world for its incorrigible wickedneſs, 
and appeargd but now and then. —He after. 
wards reſided at the tabernacle, and in Soto- 
mon's temple, as the king of the Jews.—At 
the deſtruction of the temple, this great being 
hid himſelf, dwelling no more among men till 
he tabernacled in fleſh among the Jews, about 
ſix hundred years after the deftruQion of the 
firſt temple ; when diveſting himſelf of the 
honour of repreſenting the firſt Being, and 
ſpeaking as the firſt Being, he, like other pro- 
phets, ſpake as from him.“ Miſcellanea Sacra, 
Vol. iii. 170, &c. 

Dr Prieſtley alſo quotes ſeveral. writers who 
hold the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt ; and both he 
and Mr Lindſey allow, though it be contrary 
to their ſentiments, that the pre- exiſtence was 
held by almoſt all the writers of antiquity. _ 

I ſhall ſet down the following, from Dr Prieſt- 
ley's hiſtory of opinions. 

Vol. i. p. 94. Clemens is quoted, ſaying, © He 
came not in the pomp of pride and arrogance, 
although he had it in his power.“ 

P. lo. Barnabas is quotad, ſaying, This 
the Lord ordered, becauſe he himſelf was to 
© ſuffer for our ſins in the veſſel of his Spirit. 

P. 105. Hermas is quoted, ſaying, © It repre- 
© ſents the Son of God, who is older than the 
creation, ſo that he was preſent with the Fa- 
ther when the world was made.” Theſe are 
called apoitolic fathers,” 
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held the pre: exiſtence of Chriſt. 1 51 
P. 174. Juſtin Martyr, in his dialogue with 


Tripho, ſays, I will endeavour to ſhew you 
from ſcripture, that there is another God and 
Lord, and one who is ſo called, beſides the 

« maker of all things, —he is alſo called an an- 

« gel, on account of his informing men of what 

* he that made all things, above whom there 1s. 
no God, wills that he ſhould inform them.” J 

tin Martyr is again quoted, Vol. ii. p. 53. ſaying, 

* Jeſus Chriſt is the only proper Son of God,. 
being his Logos, firſt born, and powerful.” A 
gain, p. 55. * God produced from himſelf a ra- 
tional power, called the Glory of God, ſome- 
times the Son, Wiſdom, Angel, God, Lord, 
© or Commander in Chief.“ | 

Vol. i. p. 306. © Jranæus calls Chriſt our Lord 

and God, and Saviour and King, according to 

* the will of the inviſible Father.“ Again, p. 
308. Chriſt, from his great love to his crea- 

* tures, ſubmitted to be born of a virgin.” 

P. 316. Tertullian ſays, © There is allo a Son 

of this one God, his word which proceeded 

from him, by whom all things were made; 
that he was by the Father ſent into a virgin,, 
and of her born a man.” 

Vol. ii. p. 59. Athenagoras ſays, If I were 
* aſked what the Son of God is, I would ſay that 
he is the production of the Father.“ 

P. 130. Tatian ſays, That at the Father's will 
the Logos came out of him, who was a ſimple 
* being, and he became the firſt production. 
* of his ſpirit. This Logos was the (begin- 
ning) to the external world. 

N 3 * 


G 


. 131 


. ih. - . 
—— — — W * 


4 
1 
Py 
. 
* 
- £ 
= 
wy 
? 
as 
4 
* 
* 
* 
1 LI 
* 
= 
* 
— 
£ 
* : 
« : 
+ Wa 
4 . 
4 - 
f : 
. 
N n 
* : I 
n 
. 
f . 
* 4 
* * 
o 4 * 
5 
& 
a 
* 
N 
£4 
Y 
„ 
0 d 
Ss : 
af > 
” 
* > 
. 
_—_ 
a 
4 
* 
— ? \ 
LEY 
* 4 
. 
# = 
1 
% : 
. 
5 
0 
E 


. 
. 
© 

”% 

\ 
ba _ 
1 = 
90 
0 
* 4 
* 

„ 

# 
% 2 

y 

"7 
Ja 
*4 
* 
LV 


rr 
221 
= 4% 


. - — 
= IR. <a r 
r 4% p 


* "I". 
> —— w <2 ' 
% 


Red? otros 
r hn Nee 


4 -. 
— 
— Co o * * 
7 — * 4 RY — > 4 
PPA y od, 
e N 
. a5 A* 3 , 
A E 2 — : 2 


— 
n 


152 Aluncient xoriters © 


* 


a : : 
x 4 * 


— 


P. 131. Clemens Alexandrinus ſays, The Fa- 
ther ſhewed that he was righteous by the Lo- 
gos from of old, from the time he became a 


Father; the Logos deriving his origin from 
- 


the will of the Father.” | 

P. 132. Hippolitus ſays, God the Father 
generated whom he pleaſed and as he plea- 
ſed.” SIM LG Ak Che | | 

P. 132. Athanaſirs ſays, That God gener. 
ated him ſpontaneoully, and voluntarily.” 

P. 132. Tertullian ſays, God was not always 
a Father.“ 1 

P. 135. Euſebius, ſpeaking of God intending to 
form the world, fays, He thought of making 
* one'to govern and direct the whole.” 

P. 137. Hilary, ſays, The Son was produ- 
ced by the Father before all time, being crea- 
* ted and founded before the ages. He is nei- 
* ther eternal nor co- eternal. : 

Theſe are a few, of many teſtimonies that 
might be collected from the writings of Mr 
Lindſey and Dr Prieſtley, directly againſt the 
opinions they endeavour to eſtabliſh ; it may 
therefore appear ſtrange, that in oppoſition to 
ſuch clear ſcripture teſtimony, and the moſt re- 


KR * 


puted chriſtian writers of antiquity, they and o- 


thers ſhould deny that Chriſt was before all 
things, and that all things were created by 

him, | 
As Dr Prieſtley has alſo, in his hiſtory of 
opinions, given he opinions of ſome Jewiſh 
writers to the ſame effect, I ſhall fer _ 
What 


exiſte; 
fo his 
racter 
ed by 
the mn 
has fu 


quity, 
iſtence 
ted cl 
given 
in fav 


held the pre-exiRence of Chriſt. EO 5 3. 


what he ſays of Philo, vol. ii. from the za, to 
the 13th page incluſive. | 

Philo the Jew, (ſays he) nenden che 
Logos more than the Platonic Philoſophers. 
©  — His ideas are more clear and confiftent 
than theirs.— Philo calls the Logos the image 
© of God, the intermediate principle between 
God and the creation, —He calls the Logos 
* the firit begotten, the moſt ancient angel, the 
© archangel with many names, the aw un- 
Aion image of God. That the Divine 
Logos had his place between the cherubims, 
6 
. 
0 


having no vitible form, but is the expreſs 
image of God, the oldeſt of all intelligible 
things, and that there is no medium between 
it and the ſupreme power. The Logos is 
the firſt - begotten Son, ſuperintending all 
things as an officer under God, and digni- 

* fied with the appellation of God. ; | 
It may here be obſerved, that as the fore- 
coing evidence from ſcripture, and the opinions 
of men, eſtabliſh, in the cleareſt manner, the 
exiſtence of Jeſus Chriſt before his incarnation; 
lo his exiſtence from the beginning, in a cha- 
racter inferior to that of the Father, is eſtabliſn- 
ed by the ſame evidence. And as Dr Prieſtley, 
tne molt noted champion for the Socinian cauſe, 
has furniſhed many reſpectable names of anti- 
quity, in favour of the doctrine of the pre- ex- 
iſtence of Chriſt ; ſo Dr Horſely, the moſt no- 
ted champion for the Athanafian ſyſtem, has 
given us ſome very reſpectable modern names 
in favour of the Son's ſubordination to tha Fa- 
er, 
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cher, which ſome on his ſide of the queſtion 
will perhaps not ſo readily admit. 

In his letters to Dr; Prieſtley, page 145, he 
ſays, Lou are, Sir, very politive in the aſſertion, 
that Dr Waterland in particular, and all the 
« ſ{trit Athanaſians of the laſt age, maintained, 
That the Trinity conſiſts of three perſons, all 
“ truly independent of each other.“ But, Sir, 
I deny of Dr Waterland in particular, and 
of the ſtrict Athanaſians of the laſt age in 
o general, that they ſall under this cenſure, 

Biſhop Bull, in his defence of the Nicean 
© faith, ſpends a whole chapter, and a very long 
© chapter it is, upon the ſubject of the Son's ſub- 
© ordination which he maintains to be— a 
© branch of the true faith. 

© The ſame thing is aſſerted by Date in 
* his expoſition of the apoſtles creed. He ob- 
* ſerves, that © in the very name Father there is 
& ſomething of eminence, which is not in 
„that of Son, and ſomething of priority we 
c“ muſt aſcribe unto the firſt in reſpect of the 
& ſecond perſon. —We muſt not therefore ſo 
© far endeavour. to involve ourſelves in the 
« darkneſs of this myſtery, as to deny that 
208 glory which is clearly due unto the Father. 

Hie is God, not of any other, but of him- 
& ſelf; there is no other perſon who is God, 
“ but is God of him. It is no diminution of 
& the Son to ſay, he is of another, but it 
« were a diminution to the Father to ſpeak ſo 
& of him; and there muſt be ſome pre · emi- 


s nence, where there is place for derogation. 
The 


— g a 


concerning Chriſt. og: © 145 


«& 


he firſt perſon is a Father indeed by 
« reaſon of his Son, but he is not God by rea- 
© ſon. of him; whereas the Son is not only Son 
in regard to the Father, but alſo God by rea- 
« fon of the ſame.” Upon this pre-eminence 
of the Father, the learned biſhop founds the 
* congruity of the divine miſſion; and he main- 
* tains, that © the dignity of the Father appears 
« from the- order of the. perſons in the bleſſed 
« Trinity, of which he undoubtedly is the firſt? 
Jo the ſame purpoſe the learned Mr Wil- 
* liam Stephens affirms, that, on the commu- 
„ nication of the God-head from the Father to 
„the Son—1s founded and eſtabliſhed all that 
„ {ubordination which we aflert among the 
© perſons of the Trinity.“ He adds, that unleſs 
© tome ſubordination be maintained, we run in- 
* to Tritheilm. W 
The ſame ſentiments are acknowledged by 
* Dr Waterland, in his commentary on the A- 
* thanaſian creed. When it is ſaid, © None is 


* afore or after another, we are not to under- 


„ ſtand it of order; for the Father is the firſt, 
„ — Neither are we to underſtand it of office; 
* for the Father is ſupreme in office.“ 
The exiſtence of a perſon from the beginning, 
in the character of a mediator, which is clearly 


taught in the ſcriptures of truth, was not only 


believed by the Jews and primitive Chriſtians, 
but alſo by all the nations who retained the 
knowledge of that important branch of primi- 
live revelation, though corrupted by their 
looliſh inventions. Dr Prieſtley bimſelt ans | 

that 
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156 The general opinion of all nations. ; 
that the Mithras of the Perſians, the Brimah of 
the Hindoos, the Nows or Logos of the Greeks, 
and the Chriſt of the ancient Chriſtian fathers, 
was conſidered by them all as a being by whom 
the Moſt High God made the world; and being 
a middle nature, or ſtanding m a middle relation 
between God and creatures, was called the 
mediator. j h 

I) bat this was the opinion of all nations, ſeems 
very evident from the religious ſentiments and 
ceremonies, collected by thoſe who have treat- 
ed of this ſubject. And it ſeems to be from 
the general belief of the exiſtence of the Son of 
God, and the expeQation of his coming into 
the world in the character of a Saviour, to free 
mankind from fin and miſerv, that the prophet 


Haggai calls him the de/ire of all nations. Chap. | 


5.7 


of the ſacred ſcriptures, and the concurring tel- 
timony of antiquity, from Chriſtians, Jews, and 
Heathens; that Jeſus Chriſt, the Son of God, 
and Saviour of the world, exiſted before any 
cr2ature was made, and that God the Father 
created all things by him; I ſhall next endea- 
your to ſhow, from the expreſs teſtimony of 
ſcripture, that Jeſus Chriſt poſſeſſes ſuch autho- 
rity, power, and knowledge, as is competent to 
the preſervation and government of the univerle. 
That he is the head of all principality and 
power, and the final judge of the quick and the 
dead. From which it will appear, that his in- 
effable generation, as the firit born of every 

a creature, 


| Having proved by the infallible teſtimony 


ver a 
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creature, is not more incomprehenſible to 


us, than the unlimited powers and perfections 


he poſlefles, © as' the image of the inviſible 
God.“ 


The univerſal power and energy of Chriſt o- 


ver all created nature, as he by whom all things 
conſiſt; and his moral authority, as head of all 


law and government to intelligent creatures, 
will appear from leveral things exprelsly taught 


in ſcripture. 


I. We are expreſsly taught, that all things | 


are delivered unto him of the Father, 
Matth. xi. 27. All things are delivered unto 
me of my Father.” So alſo Luke x. 22. | 
John iii. 35. The Father loveth the Son, 
* and hath given all things into his hand.“ 


John xi. 3. Jeſus knowing that the Fa- 
ther had given all things into his hands.“ 


II. We are alſo taught, that all things are up- 
held, and continue in that conſiſtent order, in 
which we behold them, by Jeſus Chriſt. 


Heb. i. 3. Who being the brightneſs. of 


the Father's glory, and the expreſs image 
* of his perſon upholding all things. by the 
word of his power.” Col. i. 17. By him all 
things conſiſt.“ See alſo la. xlix. 8. 


[4 


III. That the energy or operative power of 


Chriſt extends to all things, whether natural or 
moral. 

Philip. iii. 20, 21. We look for the Saviour 

* Jeſus 
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Jeſus Chriſt ; who ſhall change our vile be: 


dy, that it may be taſhioned like unto his glo- 
rious body, according to the working whereby 


he is able even to ſabdvie all things to him- 
ſelf.“ f | 
Philip. iv. 3. I can do all things through 
Chriſt who, ſtrengtheneth me.“ 1 Tim. i. 12. 
I thank Chriſt Jeſus our Lord, who hath ena- 
bled me, for that he counted me faithful, put- 
ting me into the minſtry.“ Acts ix. 24. 
Peter faid, Jeſus Chriſt maketh thee whole.” 
Acts ix. 17. * Ananias faid, ——Brother 
Saul, the Lord (even Jeſus that appeared 
unto thee in the way as thou cameſt) hath 
ſent me that thou mighteſt receive thy ſight.” 


. John ii. 19. © Jeſus—ſaid unto them, Del- 


>. ei wt m ee ẽNl-Ul . ̃ n ] ²˙ͤ᷑hO Q «. 


troy this temple, and in three days I will 


'Taiſe it up.“ John x. 17, 18. Therefore 


doth my Father love me, becauſe I lay down 
my life, that 1 might take it again. I have 
power to lay it down, and J have power to 
take it again; this commandment have I re- 
ceived of my Father.” John vi. 40. This 
is the will of him that ſent me, that every one 
who ſeeth the Son, and believeth on him, may 
have everlaſting life, and I will raiſe him up 
at the laſt day.” Luke xxi. 45. I will give 
you a mouth and wiſdom, which all your ad- 
verſaries ſhall not be able to gainſay nor re- 
ſiſt.“ John viii. 13. Then ſpake Jeſus a- 
gain unto them, ſaying, I am the light of the 
world: He that followeth me ſhall not walk 


in darkneſs, but ſhall have the light of lite. 


1 Cor. 
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1 Cor. xv. 45. The laſt Adam was made a 
« quickening ſpirit.” 

In theſe paſſages the agency of Chriſt, his 0- 
perative power or energy, is not only declared 
in a general way to extend to all things, but 
the actual exertions thereof are allo particular- 


ly mentioned, both as to natural and moral o- 
perations. 


IV. As all things are delivered to Chriſt, and 
as his agency 1s employed in the preſervation 
and government of the univerſe, ſo his wiſdom 
and knowledge is perfectly equal to that im- 
menſe truſt and work which the Father hath 
committed to him. CY 

1 Cor: 1. 24, 3o. © Chriſt the power of God, 
and the wiſdom of God.—Ye are in Chriſt 
* Jeſus, who of God is made unto us wiſdom,” 
.&c, Col. ii. 3. In whom are hid all the 
* treaſures of wiſdom and knowledge.” | 

Matth. xii. 25. Jeſus knew their thoughts.“ 
John 11. 25. For he knew what was in man.“ 
Rev. ii. 18, 19. Theſe things faith the Son of 
God, I know thy works.“ Ver. 23. All 
* the churches ſhall know that I am he that 
* ſearcheth the reins and hearts; and I wall 


give unto every one of you according to your 
works. | 


V. The ſcriptures alſo inform us, that all 
power or authority for ruling, judging, and exe 
eculing judgment, is committed unto Chriſt. 


Col 
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Col. ii. 10. Who is the head of all princi- 
pality and power, or, of all rule and autho- 


_* rity,” as the words are rendered, 1 Cor. xv. 
24. | 


og 


: « 
* 


* N R #6 


Matth. xxvili. 18. * Jeſus ſpake unto them 
ſaying, All power is given unto me in heaven 
and in earth.” 

John xvii. 2. Thou haſt given him power 
over all fleſh, that he ſhould give eternal life 
unto as many as thou haſt given unto him.“ 


_ Ha. ix. 6. The government ſhall be upon 
his ſhoulders.” 


ver. 7. Of the increaſe of 
his government and peace there ſhall be no 
end ; upon the throne of David, and upon his 
kingdom, to order it, and to eſtabliſh it with 


* juſtice and judgment.“ ; 


6 
. 
[5 


6 


I 


- 


* 


3. is called the Word of God.“ 
6. The Lord at thy 


- 


John v. 22. For the Father judgeth no man, 

but hath committed all judgment unto the 
Son.“ ver. 27. and hath given him authority 
to execute judgment alſo, becauſe he 1s the Son 
of man.” 

Rev. xix. 11. In righteouſneſs he doth judge 
and make war.“ Even he whole name, ver. 
Pal. cx. 5, 
right hand ſhall ſtrike 
through kings in the day of his wrath. He 
ſhall judge among the heathen, he ſhall fill the 
places with the dead bodies : He ſhall wound 
the head over many countries,” 


VI. As Chriſt is the head of all rule and 
government in the preſent diſpenſation ; fo he 


is appointed the final judge, and the 9 
0 


that 
whic 
thing 
that 

POWe 
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of that judgment that will at laſt be inflicted 
on all the workers of iniquity. 

Acts x. 42. © It is he who was ordained of 
God to be the judge of the quick and the 
dead.“ 2 Cor. v. 10. © For we muſt all ap- 
* pear before the judgment ſeat of Chtiſt.“ 2 
Tim. iv. 1. * Who ſhall judge the quick and 
* the dead, at his appearing and kingdom.“ 
2 Thefl. i. 7, 8. When the Lord Jeſus ſhall be 
* revealed from Heaven with his mighty angels, 
in flaming fire, taking vengeance on them 
that know not God, and that obey not the 

* goſpel of -our Lord Teſus Chriſt.“ Sce alſo 
Rom. 11. 16. Acts xvit. 31. Matth. xxv. 3. be- 
fore quoted. 

The foregoing are a few of many evidences 
that might be collected from the ſacred records, 

which prove, in the cleareſt manner, that all 
things are in the hand of Chriſt as mediator; 
that in that character and capacity he has all 
power in heaven and on earth; and that in 
the ſame capacity he poſtefles a perfect Know- 
ledge and wiſdom, for conducting the preſent 
ſtate, and future judgment, of mtciltgent crea- 
tures, and every ching connected therewith. 

Since therefore it is moſt clear and evident 
from the ſcriptures of truth, that all things are 
in the hand of Chriſt by the Father's gift; and 
that by the ſame gift he poſſeſſes all power in 
Heaven and in earth, both of ruling, judging, 
and executing judgment: ſeveral things follow 
as neceſſary conſequences. 

| 353 Firſt, 
O 2 
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Firſt, That he poſſeſſes ſuch powers and ca. 
pacities as altogether ſurpaſs the comprehenſion 
of human minds. He is therefore mighty to 
fave; able to fave unto the uttermoſt all that 


come unto God by him. Hence the faithful 
have truſted in him, and called upon his name. 


Eph. i. 12. That we ſhould be to the praiſe 


of bis glory, who firſt truſted in Chriſt, 
Ver. 13. In whom ye alſo truſted, after that 
ye heard the word of truth. 1 Cor. i. 2. 
With all who in every place call on the name 
of Jeſus Chriſt our Lord.” 

Second, That as all theſe incomprehenſible 
powers and capacities are communicated from 
the Father to the Son, in whom it hath pleaſed 
him that all fulneſs ſnould dwell, the Son can- 
not, ſo far as we can conceive, be one indivi- 
dual Being with the Father, nor be in all reſ- 
pects equal to him: For as Gad in all reſpedts 
equal with the Father, he cannot hold a given 
property, nor exerciſe a given power; and ſure 


it is, that he holds all things as his property, 


and poſſeſſes all power, by the Father's gift; 
he therefore muſt ſubſiſt in a nature or charac- 
ter inferior to the Father. 
Third, That as Jeſus Chriſt is the head of 
the whole creation, has all things delivered into 
his hand, and has powers and capacities per- 
fectly ſulficient for the preſervation, govern- 
ment, and final reſtoration of all things; he 
muſt exceed in glory and perfection, not only 
the moſt glorious and perfect creature, but even 


the whole creation put together. 
IN Fourth, 


throu 
ſcript 
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Fourth, That as the Father is the invifible 
God, whom no man hath ſeen nor can ſee, and 
no man, or rather No ONE knoweth the Fa- 
ther but the Son, and he to whom the Son re- 
veals him; all our knowledge of the being and 
perfections of the Father, his will and purpoſes 
reſpecting his creatures, muſt be by Jeſus Chriſt, 
the one mediator, and one Lord, by whom are 
all things. 5 
But though no man hath ſeen God the Fa- 
ther at any time, nor doth any know the Fa- 
ther but the Son, and he to whom the Son will 
reveal him; yet the only- begotten Son, who being 
in the boſom of the Father, he hath declared 
him, (John i. 18.) and that to all men in all 
ages. For he is the © Light of the world, 
(John viii. 12.) and the light that is in him is 
the true light that lighteneth every man that 
* cometh into the world.“ In the perſon and 
doctrine of Chriſt we have therefore a complete 
revelation of the being, perfections, will, and 
purpoſes of the Father. Agreeable to this our 
Lord faid to the Jews, © Ye neither know me 
* nor my Father; if ye had known me, ye ſhould 
have known my Father alſo, (John viii. 19.) 
Hence we may ſee the importance, and the 
* excellency of the knowledge of Chriſt, (Phil. 
iii. 8.) and how much it is our duty and intereſt, 
not only to grow in grace, but alſo in the © Know- 
* ledge of Jeſus Chriſt, (2 Pet. in. 18.) | 
That the teaching which all have of God 1s 
through Chriſt, is not only evident from the 
ſcripture teſtimonies that have been taken notice 
| O 3 of, 
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8 of, but alſo from what our Lord ſaid to the | the 1 
Jews. John vi. 45, 46. Every man therefore vil a 
that hath heard and learned ot the Father kind 
*« cometh unto me. Not that any hath ſeen evid. 
© the Father, ſave he who is of God, he hath appe 
© ſeen the Father.” Here though our Lord F. 
plainly teaches, that all who come to him are in H 
taught of God ; yet he affirms at the ſame time, pow 
that none are immediately taught of the Father: in E 

Not (ſays he that any hath ſeen the Father, diate 
ſave he that is of God.“ From which it is infin 
evident that none are immediately taught of the one 
Father but Chriſt himſelf. So that as God ther 
created all things by Jeſus Chriſt, and upholds all t 
all things by him; ſo he alſo teacheth all pow 
men by him, and all who come to the Father pow 
muſt come by him. This he expreſsly affirms, exer 
John xiv. 6. Jeſus ſaith,—I am the way, the fron 
© truth, and the life; no man cometh unto the tutic 
Father but by me.“ This ſingle conſideration, chri 
that no man knoweth nor cometh unto the Fa- It 
ther but by Chriſt, is a moſt clear and deciſive thar 
proof of the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt ; for if this info 
de true, Chriſt muſt have exilted before his in- ſhov 
carnation, or no man could know and come to ther 
God till after he was incarnate. ted 
As God from a fore knowledge of the oppo- this 
ſition that would be made to the pre- exiſtence judg 
of Chriſt, and the creatioy of all things by him, one 
has provided the fulleſt and cleareſt evidence of * un 
the truth of theſe doctrines; ſo from a fore- * th 
knowledge of the oppoſition that would be made Out 


to the government of Chriſt, as W Key 
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the world as well as the church, and to the ei- 
vil as well as to the religious concerns of man- 
kind, he has provided the moſt clear and full 
evidence for the truth of this alſo. This will 
appear as another neceſſary conſequence. 
Fifth, That as the Father has given all power 
in Heaven and earth to Chriſt as mediator, no 
power that is of God can be poſſeſſed by any 
in Heaven or in earth but through Chriſt as me- 
diator, or the medium of intercourſe between 
infinite and finite nature. For as there is but 
one God the Father, or whom are all things, ſo 
there is but one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, By whom are 
all things; and therefore, as there is no lawful 
power but or God, ſo there can be no lawful 
power but BY Chriſt. Who ever, therefore, 
exerciſes any power independent of authority 
from Chriſt, or contrary to the ſcripture inſti- - 
tution of government, do ſo far exerciſe an un- 
chriſtian or antichriſtian power. | ated 
It perhaps .deſeryes more of our attention 
than 1s generally thought, that when our Lord 
informs us of the Father's will, that all men 
ſhould honour the Son as they honour the Fa- 
ther ; he mentions all judgment being commit- 
ted to him, as the moſt immediate ground of 
this honour. His words are, The Father 
judgeth no man, or rather, not even 
one thing ; but hath committed all judgment 


* unto the Son; that all men ſhould honour +. - 


the Son even as they honour the Father.” 
Our Lord expreſsly declares that he has the 
Key of David The key certainly ——_ the 

| ower 
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Power of Gdvernment; and it is certain that 


the government of David was rather a civil than 


an eecleſiaſtic government. He is alſo ſaid to 
fit on his throne, to order his kingdom and eſ- 


tabliſh it. A throne is the ſeat of civil govern. 


ment, and to order the affairs of a kingdom 
belongs moft properly to the exerciſe of civil go- 
vernment. Agreeable to this it is predicted, 


Pal. Ixxii. 11. All kings ſhall fall down be- 
Fiore him; all nations al ſerve him.“ And 
15- © That the kingdoms of this world 


Rev. xi. 
© ſhall become the kingdom of our Lord and of 


his Chriſt.” And though we ſee not yet theſe 
and many other ſuch prophecies as theſe, fulfill. 
ed in their fulleſt extent, we fee what inſures 


the fall accompliſhment of them all. For we 
ſee Jeſus, who was made a little lower than the 
angels for the ſuffering of death, crowned with 
glory and honour, (Heb. ii. 9.) ; having offered. 
one facrifice for fin, he ſat down on the right 
hand of God, from henceforth expecting till 
his enemies be made his footſtool, (Heb. x. 12, 
1.3.) ; Jeſus Chriſt being exalted far above all 
principality, and power, and might, and domi- 
nion, and every name that is named, not only 
in this world, but alſo in that which is to come; 
he muſt reign till all his enemies be put under 
his feet, (1 Cor. xv. 25.) . 

The kings of the earth, and that een 
government hitherto exerciſed by them, will 
certainly be ſubdued by Chriſt, when all the ends 
of the earth ſhall remember and turn unto the 


Lord, and diacknowiegge. that the kingdom be- 


longs 


* - — 
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longs to him, (Pſal. xxii. 27, 28.) Then it will 
appear, that though the kings of the earth have 
long made war with the Lamb, (Rev. xvii. 14.) 
and their ſucceſs has made many deny that his 
royal prerogatives have any controul over them, 
yet he is King of kings and Lord of lords, the 
Prince of the kings of the earth; and that as 
ſuch, he hath authority and power to cut off the 
ſpirit of princes, and be terrible to the kings of 
the earth: (Pſal. Ixxvi. 12.) And then, notwith- 
ſtanding all the flattery that has been given to 
the Powers that be,” and the reaſoning that 
has been employed to perſuade the world that 
Chriſt has nothing to do with the government 
thereof; the kings and judges of the earth, who 
refuſe to be inſtructed, and ſubmit to the Son 
of God, as Pſal. it. 10, 11, 12. ſhall certainly 
periſh. And none can be ſaid to © kiſs the Son, 
or be ſubject to him, who aſſume or exerciſe 
ſuch powers and prerogatives as are not war- 
ranted by divine revelation. 

As the glory to which Jeſus Chriſt is now 
exalted 1s the glory he had with the Father be- 
fore the world was, whatever increaſe it may 
have received, in conſequence of his humiliation 
and faithful adminiſtrations ; fo the government 
ne is now exerciſing is the ſame that he exer- 
ciſed before he diveſted himſelf of the form of 
a God, by taking the form of a Servant, what- 
ever increaſe his government has received, or 
may yet receive, We may therefore ſee Jeſus 
Chriſt, the ſame, yeſterday, to day, and thro' the 
ages offuturity; Heb xii.$.andexerciſingthelams | 

rule, 
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rule, authority, and power, in the former, the 
preſent, and future diſpenſations: It being by 
Chriſt, or through his mediation, that the Fa. 
ther adminiſtered his grace in the former diſ. 
penſation; that he is continuing to adminiſter it 
in the preſent ; and will continue to adminiſter 
it for the future, till the myſtery of his will, 
which he purpoſed in himſelf, be fully accom. 
pliſhed ; which 1s, as the apoſtle Paul exprefles 
it, Eph. i. 10. That in the diſpenſation of the 
© fulneſs of the times he might gather together 
in one all things in or by Chriſt.“ For as it 
pleaſed the Father that in him all fulneſs ſhould 
dwell ; ſo by him alſo to reconcile all things to 
himſelf; as Col. i. 20. And the gracious effects 
of that government which God is adminiſtering 
by Jeſus as King of Saints, and King of nations, 
will be ſuch ; that in the proceſs of his diſpenſa- 
tions, every creature which is in heaven, and 
© on the earth, and under the earth, and ſuch 
as are in the ſea,” will be heard ſaying, © Blel- 
+ ſing, and honour, and glory, and power, be 
< unto him that ſitteth on the throne, and unto 
the Lamb for ever and-ever,' or © through the 
© ages of ages.“ As Rev. v. 13. 

As it is life eternal to know the only true 
God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom ke hath ſent, ſo 
it mult be of great importance to know, how 
we ought to honour God the Father, and Jeſus 
Chriſt his only-begotten Son. And as we can- 
not know Jeſus Chriſt as ſent of the Father, 
without knowing him in a nature' or character 


inferior to the Father; ſince as equal __ the 
8 ame 


that! 
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| She - 
ſame individual Being, or God with the Father, 
he could neither be begotten nor ſent by him ; 
ſo we cannot honour Chriſt as having all judg- 
ment committed to him, unleſs we honour him 
in a nature or character inferior to the Father; 
ſince as one individual God with the Fa. 
ther, he can poſſeſs nothing by the gift of ano- 
ther. | | 
Our Lord having informed us that we can- 
not honour the Father if we honour not the 
Son, it muſt be of very ſpecial: concern for us 
to know ſomething of the nature and extent of 
this honour. We may therefore conſider the 
words of our Lord, by viewing the whole paſ- 
ſage in connection, that we may the better un- 
derſtand what is meant by all men honouring 
the Son even as they honour the Father who 
ſent him. And as I judge this of conſiderable 
importance, I ſhall repeat ſome things I have 
betore obſerved: | 
The diſcourle in which theſe words are found, 
is recorded, John v. from the 17, to the 47th 
verſe ; and the occaſion of it was, the oppoſition 
of the Jews to our Lord, for his healing a man 
in a miraculous manner on the ſabbath-day. 
In vindication of what he had done, Jeſus told 
them that his Father had wrought along with 
him. as was manifeſt from the very action in 
queition, being a work, which could not be 
done without the power of God: My Father, 
lays he, worketh hitherto, and I work. This 
antwer, however well ſuited to convince them 
that he was the Son of God, who was to come 
13t0 
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into the world; only increaſed their oppoſition; 
for on account of this, as ver. 18. the Jews 
ſought to kill him, becauſe he had not only broken 


_ - the Sabbath, but alſo ſaid that God was his tu 
PROPER Father, making himſelf equal with God. 


EH the Jews meant to- charge our Lord with ma- 
king himſelf equal in all reſpects with God the 
Father, becauſe he ſaid that God was his pro- 
per Father; they muſt have done it either thro” 


ignorance or malice : And it is not unlikely 
there might be ſomething of both in the caſe. 


For ignorance or darkneſs neceſſarily takes place 
in the mind when the light is rejected; and it 
is too common for perſons to put the worſt ſenſe 
on words they want to condemn. It is not 
therefore unlikely, that the Jews on this occa- 
ſion miſconſtructed the words of our Lord, that 
their oppoſition to him might appear the better 
founded. But whatever the motive was from 
which the Jews ſpake, or whatever they intend- 
ed by their words, it is plain that no ſuch thing 
as equality was intended by our Lord. For he 
meekly replied with a ſolemn aſſertion, that 
without the Father he could do nothing. Ver. 
I9. © Jeſus therefore anſwered and ſaid unto 


them, Verily, verily, I ſay unto you, the Son 


can do nothing of himſelf.” - But though he 
affirms in the moſt poſitive manner that he 
could do nothing of himſelf, he immedittely 
affirms alſo, that whatever the Father did, he 
did it by him; for he adds, What things 
ſoever he doth, theſe alſo doth the Son _ 
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« wiſe.” He told them alſo,thatithings more 
| wonderful ſtill, than any thing they had ſeen; 
would be done by him: For, ſays he, as the 
Father raiſeth the dead, and quickeneth them; 
even ſo the Son quickeneth whom he will.“ 
Thereby intimating, that as the Father had 
done all things by him that related to the crea - 


tion of the world, ſo he would raiſe all the dead 


by him; and not only make all that are in their 
graves hear the voice of the Son of God, (John - 


v. 28, 29.) but alſo make them all come before 


his judgment ſeat; (Rom: xiv. 10. 2 Cor. v. 

10.) He, bythe Father's appointment, being 
the judge of the qiuck and the dead: (Acts x. 
42.) As he ſays, ver. 22. For the Father 
judgeth , not even one thing, but hath- 
committed all judgment unto the Son.“ And 
the immediate inference which our Lord makes 
from all this is. That all men ſhould ho- 
nour the Son even as they honour” the Fa- 
ther. Does it not therefore appear moſt plain, 


from the whole tenor and ſcope of our Lord's 


diſcourſe, ,that as all men ought to honour the 
Father as:their: Creator; ſo they ought to ho- 
nour the Son as theif Creator alfo, ſince God 
the Father created all things by Jeſus Chriſt his 
only- begotten Son ? Eph. iii. 9.—As all men 
ought to honour the Father as the preſerver of. 
all things, fo. ſhould they honour the Son alſo, 
as the preſerver of all things, ſince the Father 
preſerves and upholds all things by him? Heb. 
1. 3. Col. i. 17 2s the Father ought tobe ho- 


» 


* * 


3 »Conciffon. ©; 1 * PALE I * a 


| N as 8 aldchinge ſo the 


Son ought to be honoured as the quickener of 
all; things, ſineeit'is*by Jeſus Chriſt that. God 


the Father Sill wake. all alive? 1 Tim. vic 13. 
1 Cor. xv. 22, 45 as the Father ought to be 
honoured as our Saviour, ſo the Son ought to 
be honoured as our Saviour, ſince it is by him 
that the Father ſaves us from ſin and miſery? 
1 Tim. i. 1. Tit. i. 3.4. To ſum up the whole, 
as all men ſhould; honour the Father for his 
excellent glory, amiable perfettions, and the in- 
tereſting relations he ſuſtains to them, ſo the 
Son ſhould be honoured as he through whom. 
the Father manifeſts all his glory and perfections, 
and in whom he ſuſtains all theſe relations to. 
mankind, en which depend all their N and 
Dappinels, 3 in time and through eternity? 
As it is therefore through ſeſus Chriſt, the 
one mediator between God and men, that we 
© have' aceels/to-the Father by one Spirit, (Eph. 
1. 8.) ſo it is through him, that all grace and 
truth is communicated to us, and every privi- 
lege we enjoy: for every privilege, either of 
the life that now is, Or that which is to come, 
(1 Tim. iv. 8.) is contained in the promiſes of 
Sod; and theſe are in Chriſt, and in him they 
are yea and amen. (2 Cor. i. 20.) 
While, therefore, we hold the unity, the abſo- 
lute, and unequalled glory and ſupremacy, of 
the Moſt High God, the God and Father of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, we ſhould alſo confeſs 
the mediatory glory, the univerſal power, and 
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whom the Father hath made both Lord and: - 


Chriſt, (Acts ii. 36.) God over all created na- 
ture. Let us therefore worſhip and honour 
God the: Father alone, as the alone fountain: 27 
of all being, perfection, and bleſſedneſs; by - 


| honouring and eſteeming nothing but what 
comes from him: And let us honour Chriſt 


alone as mediator, 6r the alone Lord by whom- 
are all things; by honouring no authority as: 


 hwful that comes not from him, to whort the 

Father hath: given all-authority and . power ip 
Heaven and on earth. Let us learn of him 

' who is meek and lowly in heart, let us walk in 


love as he alſo walked, (Eph. v. 2.) and as he 


bath ſet us an example, let us follow: his ſteps. 


Let all: who name the name of Chriſt depart 
from iniquity ; let them walk by the fame rule, 
and mind the ſame things, that through the en- 
livening, enlightening, and ſanctifying influen- 
ces of the Holy Spirit, communicated throu 
Jeſus Chriſt, we may be made holy and accep- 
table in the ſight of God; of whom, and to 
whom, are all things: to whom be glory for 
ever. Amen. 
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